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BEVERAGES  AND  BEVERAGE  MATERIALS 


1826.  Misliranding'  of  canned  coffee.  U.  S.  v.  10  Ca.ses  of  Coffee.  Default  de¬ 
cree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F,  D.  C.  No.  G091.  Sample  No. 
G1791-E.) 

This  product  was  short  of  the  declared  volume. 

On  October  28,  1941,  the  .United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon  filed 
a  ibel  against  10  cases  of  canned  coffee  at  Portland,  Oreg.,  alleging  that  the 
artcle  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  A.pril  23,  1941,  by 
theHotcan  Corporation  from  Los  Angeles,  Calif.;  and  charging  that  it  was  mis- 
braided.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Hotcan  Tt  heats  Itself  *  *  * 

Colee  Ready  to  Drink  *  *  *  Net  Contents  of  Product  1  Pt.  6  FI.  Oz.” 

Tie  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  “Net  Contents 
of  Poduct  1  Pt.  G  FI.  Oz.”  was  false  and  misleading  since  the  cans  contained  a 
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FOOD,  DRUG,  AND  COSMETIC  ACT 

smaller  amount.  It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  furtlier  in  that  it  was  a  food 
in  package  form  and  did  not  bear  a  label  containing  aii  accurate  statement  of  the 
quantity  of  the  contents. 

On  December  16,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


2827.  Adulteration  and  misbranding'  of  lemon  flavor  crystals.  U.  S.  v.  3  Cartons 
of  Ijcmon  Flavor  Crystals.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruc¬ 
tion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6127.  Sample  No.  42760-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product,  which  purported  to  be  dehydrated 
lemon  juice,  was  an  imitation  lemon  juice  base. 

On  November  3,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  3  cartons,  each  containing  48  bottles,  of  lemon 
flavor  crystals  at  Erie,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about 
August  18,  1941,  by  General  Fruit  Products  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Point  Pleasant,  N.  J. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part : 
(Bottles)  “Cramores  Lemon  flavor  Crystals  for  Instant  Juice.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  substance,  namely,  an 
imitation  lemon  juice  base,  had  been  substituted  for  dehydrated  lemon  juice. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  following  statements,  “Instant 
Juice  *  *  *  Use  wherever  fresh  lemons  are  used.  *  *  *  These  Crystals 
solve  your  ‘Juice’  problem  the  year  ’round.  *  «  ♦  use  in  place  of  squeezed 
lemon  juice  for  delicious  Lemon  Drinks,  Mixed  Drinks.  Collinses,  Sherbets,  Pas¬ 
tries,  French  Dressing,  Mayonnaise,  Frostings,  Flavorings,  Iced  and  Hot  Tea, 
Cakes,  Etc.  *  *  ♦  use  one  level  teaspoon  Crystals  *  >1=  *  place  of  each 

lemon  called  for  in  any  recipe.  *  *  *  one  gallon  of  juice  *  *  *  ‘Juice’  is 

then  ready  to  use  in  same  manner  and  quantities  as  fresh  squeezed  lemon  juice,” 
were  false  and  misleading  since  they  created  the  impression  that  the  article  with 
the  addition  of  water  would  make  lemon  juice;  and  (2)  in  that  it  was  an  imita¬ 
tion  of  another  food  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in  type  of  uniform  size  and 
prominence  the  word  “imitation”  and  immediately  thereafter  the  name  of  the 
food  imitated. 

On  December  11,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
vms  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


2828.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  flavoring  sirups.  U.  S.  v.  11  Dottles,  G 
Bottles,  3G  Bottles,  and  12  Bottles  of  Sirups.  Default  de<  ree  of  eon- 
fleinnation  and  destruetion.  (P\  D.  C.  No.  3537.  Sample  Nos.  46008— E 
to  46011— E,  incl.) 


Three  of  these  sirups  were  imitation  cherry,  grape,  and  vanilla  sirups  con¬ 
taining  artificial  color  and  flavor  and  the  fourth  was  a  sugar  solution  containing 
skimmed  milk  and  a  cacao  product,  probably  cocoa,  labeled  as  “Milk  Chocolate 
Flavor  Syrup.” 

On  December  18,  1940,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New 
Jersey  filed  a  libel  against  65  bottles  of  sirups  at  Bayonne,  N.  J.,  alleging  that  the 
articles  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  October  25  and  November  8,  1940,  by  Well 
Maid  Products  Co.  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  they  were  adulterated 
and  misbranded.  They  were  labeled  in  part :  “Cherry  [or  “Grape,”  “Milk  Choco¬ 
late,”  or  “Yanilia’’]  Flavor  Syrup  *  *  *  Colonial-Maid  Fruits  and  Syrups 

*  *  *  ^lanufactured  For  Colonial  Candy  Co.  *  *  *  Bayonne,  N.  J.” 

The  articles  were  alleged  to  be  adulterated:  (1)  (Cherry  and  grape  flavor 
sirups)  In  that  artificially  colored  and  flavored  sugar  solutions  with  added 
citric  acid,  containing  little,  if  any,  fruit  juice,  had  been  substituted  wholly  or 
ill  part  for  Compound  Cherry  Flavor  Syrup  and  Grape  Flavor  Syrup,  which  they 
purported  to  be.  (2)  (Milk  chocolate  flavor  sirup)  In  that  a  heavy  sugar  solution 
containing  some  skimmed  milk  and  a  cacao  product,  probably  cocoa,  had  beefi 
substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  Milk  Chocolate  Flavor  Syrup,  which  it  purportel 
to  be.  (3)  (Vanilla  flavor  sirup)  In  that  an  artificially  colored  and  flavor^l 
sugar  solution  containing  little,  if  any,  vanilla  extract,  had  been  substitufid 
w^holly  or  in  part  for  Compound  Vanilla  Flavor  Syrup,  which  it  purported  to 
be.  (4)  (Cherry,  grape,  and  vanilla  flavor  sirups)  In  that  inferiority  had  b^n 
concealed  by  the  use  of  artificml  color  and  flavor.  (5)  (Cherry,  grape,  ^d 
vanilla  flavor  sirups)  In  that  artificial  color  and  flavor  had  been  added  thefto 
or  mixed  or  packed  thei-ewith  so  as  to  reduce  their  quality,  or  make  t^m 
appear  better  or  of  greater  value  than  they  were. 

They  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded:  (1)  In  that  the  followin.g  staten^ts 
were  false  and  misleading  since  they  were  incorrect,  “Compound  Cherry  Flimr 
Syrup,”  “Grape  Flavor  Syrup,”  “Milk  Chocolate  Flavor  Syrup,”  “Compand 
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Vanilla  Flavor  Syrup  Prepared  with  pure  cane  sugar,  compound  Vanilla  extract 
and  caramel  color,”  and  (all  lots)  “Fruits  and  Syrups  Made  from  Choice  fruits 
and  pure  cane  sugar  [design  of  fruits].”  (2)  (Cherry,  grape,  and  vanilla  flavor 
sirups)  In  that  they  were  imitations  of  other  foods  and  their  labels  failed  to 
bear  in  type  of  uniform  size  and  prominence  the  word  “imitation”  and  immedi¬ 
ately  thereafter  the  name  of  the  food  imitated.  (3)  (Grape  flavor  sirup  only) 
In  that  it  was  fabricated  from  two  or  more  ingredients  and  failed  to  bear  the 
common  or  usual  name  of  each  ingredient. 

On  April  18,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  products  were  ordered  destroyed. 

2820.  Adulteration  of  05i-My  Dri-Myx.  TT.  S.  v.  5  Bag’s  of  Oli-My  Dri-Myx. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  5295. 
Sample  No.  42817-B.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  rodent  hairs  and  excreta,  and 
insect  fragments. 

On  August  5,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  5  60-pound  bags  of  Oh-My  Dri-Myx  at  North 
East,  Pa..,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  March  7,  1940, 
by  Oh-My  Chocolate  Co.  from  Toledo,  Ohio ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated 
in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in*  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part :  “Oh-My  Dri-Myx  For  Making  Chocolate  Products.” 

On  August  29,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

2830.  Aflulteration  of  Bo-Go-Ha-Ma  Mineral  Springs  Water.  U.  S.  v.  32  Jugs 

of  Miueral  Water.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction. 
(F.  D.  C.  No.  6191.  Sample  No.  49865-E.) 

Examination  of  this  pr<^uct  showed  that  it  contained  coliform  organisms, 
which  indicated  that  it  was  polluted. 

On  November  7,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Louisiana  filed  a  libel  against  32  gallon  jugs  of  mineral  water  at  New  Orleans, 
La.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
October  20,  1941,  by  Stafford  Mineral  Springs  Co.  from  Vosburg,  Miss. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substance. 

It  was  also  alleged  to  be  misbranded  under  the  provisions  of  the  law  applicable 
to  drugs,  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  587. 

On  December  24,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

CEREAL  PRODUCTS 

FLOUR 

2831.  Action  to  enjoin  and  restrain  distribution  in  interstate  commerce  of  adul¬ 

terated  rye  flour.  II.  S.  v.  Abraham  Katz,  trading  as  A.  Katz.  Consent 
decree  granting  perpetual  injunction.  (Inj.  No.  16.) 

On  September  3,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey 
filed  a  complaint  against  Abraham  Katz,  trading  as  A.  Katz  at  Hightstown,  N.  J., 
alleging  that  from  on  or  about  December  5,  1940,  to  the  date  of  filing  the  com¬ 
plaint  the  defendant  had  been  preparing,  milling,  and  packing  rye  flour  under 
insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  became  contaminated  and  filthy ;  that  said  flour, 
prepared  and  packed  by  the  defendant,  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
wiole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance  and  was  being  offered  for  interstate  ship- 
mmt  at  various  intervals  and  was  being  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  from 
HiOitstown,  N.  J.,  to  various  points  outside  the  State.  The  complaint  alleged 
fulher  that  the  defendant  was  continuously  manufacturing,  milling,  and  packing 
adfiterated  flour  and  would  continue  to  ship  such  flour  in  interstate  commerce  in 
violition  of  the  law  unless  enjoined  from  so  doing,  and  prayed  that  a  preliminary 
injuiction  be  granted  restraining  the  defendant  from  shipping  rye  flour  in  inter- 
stat(  commerce  and  that,  after  due  proceedings,  the  preliminary  injunction  be 
madt  permanent. 

OnOctober  10,  1941,  the  defendant  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree, 
judgient  was  entered  perpetually  enjoining  and  restraining  the  defendant  and 
all  thse  acting  upon  his  behalf  from  shipping  in  interstate  commerce  in  violation 
of  th^aw  adulterated  rye  flour  which  he  had  manufactured  or  would  manufacture 
in  thefuture. 
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2832.  Adulteration  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  58  Carloads,  30  Carloads,  10  Carloads, 
20  Carloads,  21  Carloacis,  and  12  Carioads  of  Flour.  Consent  decree  of 
condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  for  salvaging'. 
(F.  D.  C.  Nos.  5312  to  5317,  incl.  Sample  Nos.  47380-E  to  47392-E,  incl.) 

Evidence  indicated  that  adulteration  of  this  product  occurred  after  shipment. 

On  or  about  August  7,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern 
District  of  Illinois  filed  a  libel  againsl  ICO  carloads,  each  consisting  of  560 
140-pound  bags,  of  flour  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
on  or  about  April  17,  1941,  58  carloads  by  Montana  Flour  Mills  Co,  from  Great 
Falls  and  Harlowton,  Mont.,  30  carloads  by  Shellabarger  Mill  &  Elevator  Co. 
from  Salina,  Kans.,  10  carloads  by  William  Kelly  Milling  Co.  from  Hutchinson, 
Kans.,  29  carloads  by  New  Era  Milling  Co.  from  Arkansas  City,  Kans.,  21  carioads 
by  International  Milling  Co.  from  New  Prague,  Minn.,  and  12  carloads  by  Bay 
State  Milling  Co.  from  Winona,  Minn. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated. 
It  was  labeled  in  part:  “Sapphire  *  *  “Shell abai'ger’s  Peacock  Flour,” 

“Kelly’s  Famous  Flour,”  “Polar  Bear  Flour,”  “Robin  Hood  Flour,”  Wingold  High 
Protein  Flour,”  or  “Boxer  Flour.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  held  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  August  9,  1941,  Gordon  Baking  Co.,  Chicago,  Ill.,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  salvaging  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration, 


2833.  Aclxilterafion  of  floxsr.  F.  S.  v.  4(>  Carloads  of  Flour.  Conscist  decree  of 
eomlemnation.  Product  ordered  releasexl  under  bond  for  salvaging.  (F. 
D.  C.  No.  5347.  Sample  Nos.  47862-E  to  47865-E.  incl.,  47S70-E.) 

Evidence  indicated  that  insect  infestation  of  tli^  product  occurred  after 
shipment. 

On  August  11,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Michigan  filed  a  libel  against  46  carloads,  each  containing  560  140-pound  bags, 
of  flour  at  Detroit,  Mich,,  alleging  that  15  carloads  of  the  article  had  been 
shipped  by  Montana  Flour  Mills  Co.  from  Harlowton  and  Great  Falls,  Mont., 
10  carloads  by  International  Milling  Co.  from  New  Prague,  Minn.,  6  carloads 
by  New  Era  Milling  Co.  from  Arkansas  City,  Ivans.,  3  carioads  by  Wm.  Kelly 
Milling  Co.  from  Hulchinson,  Kans.,  6  carloads  by  Shellabarger  Mill  &  Elevator 
Co.  from  Salina,  Kans.,  5  carloads  by  Tennant  &  Hoyt  Co.  from  Lake  C  ty, 
Minn.,  and  1  carload  by  Bay  State  Milling  Co.  from  Winona,  Minn.,  and  that 
it  had  arrived  at  destination  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  April  24  to  on 
or  about  July  22,  1941 ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  con¬ 
sisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in 
part:  “Sapphire  *  *  *  Flour,”  “Robin  Hood  Flour,”  “Polar  Bear  Flour,” 

“Golden  Loaf  Special  Short  Patent  Flour,”  “Kelly’s  Famous  Flour,”  “Shella- 
barger’s  High-Protein  Flour,”  or  “Wingold  High  Protein  Flour.” 

'  On  August  12,  1941,  Gordon  Baking  Co.,  Detroit,  Mich.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered 
and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  salvaged  under  the 
supervision  of  tlie  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  the  part  lit  for  human  con¬ 
sumption  to  be  disposed  of  for  such  purpose  and  that  which  was  unfit  for 
human  consumption  to  be  used  for  technical  purposes. 


Nos.  2834  to  2844  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  flour  that  had 
been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  and  was  in  interstate  commerce  at  the  tin/e 
of  examination,  at  which  time  it  was  found  to  be  insect-infested.  In  most  ia- 
stances  the  time  of  infestation  was  not  determined. 

/ 

2834.  Adulteratieui  of  flour.  IT.  S.  v.  03  Bagrs,  72  Bagrs,  135  Bags,  35  Bass,  and/f3 
Baft'S  of  Fiour.  Consent  decree  of  eondemnation  ordering-  the  produet/e- 
leased  under  bond  to  be  denatured.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  5876,  5877.  Sample  Jos. 
G7647-E  to  67649-E,  incl. ) 

On  October  1,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  Distrid  of 
Arkansas  filed  a  libel  against  200  48-pound  bags  and  198  24-pound  bags  of  /our 
at  Paragould,  Ark.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  intercate 
commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  May  28  to  on  or  about  Agust 
13,  1941,  in  ijart  by  Blair  Milling  Co.  from  Atchison,  Kans.,  and  in  paF  by 
Robinson  Milling  Co.  from  Salina,  Kans. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adultJated 
in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  and/or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  and  decomosed 
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substance,  and  was  otherwise  unfit  for  food.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part: 
(Bags)  “White  Gold  *  *  *  Flour  *  *  *  Self-Rising”;  “Southern 
Beauty  Flour” ;  or  “Red  Seal  Flour.” 

Ihiryear-Meyer  Grocer  Co.,  Paragould,  Ark.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  on  November 
25,  1941,  as  of  October  29,  1941,  ordering  that  the  product  be  released  under 
bond  to  be  denatured  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion  so  that  it  could  not  be  used  for  human  consumption. 

2835.  Adulteration  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  1,G88  Hag’s  of  Flour.  Consent  decree  of  con¬ 
demnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  denatured  and 
relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  5817,  5818.  Sample  Nos.  49975-E  to  49981-E,  incl.) 

On  September  23,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Alabama  filed  a  libel  against  1,608  bags  of  flour  at  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  as  follows:  895  24-pound  bags  on  or  about 
June  23,  1941,  by  Abilene  Flour  Mills  Co.  from  Abilene,  Kans. ;  and  38  48-pound 
bags,  399  24-pound  bags,  and  336  12-pound  bags  on  or  about  March  1  and  August 
14,  1941,  by  Colonial  IMilling  Co.  ffom  Nashville,  Teim. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Lite  Flake  *  *  *  [or  “Pla-Mate  I'lour”] 
Self-Rising  Flour” ;  or  “Superlative  Patent  Polly  Rich  Flour  *  *  h*  plain 

[or  “Self-Rising”].” 

On  November  12,  1941,  Southern  Grain  Co.,  Tuscaloosa,  Ala.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered 
and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  denatured  so  that  it 
could  not  be  used  for  human  consumption,  and  relabeled  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 


283G.  Adulteration  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  52  Bags  of  Flour  (and  9  other  .seizure 
actions  against  flour) .  Decrees  of  condemnation.  Portion  of  product 
ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  denatured;  remainder  ordered 
destroyed.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  5046,  5085,  5110,  5115,  5157,  5161,  5360,  5377, 
5761,  5791,  5792.  Sample  Nos.  8787.3-E,  37875-E,  37876-E,  37878-E,  37884-E, 
37885-E,  48090-E,  48148-E,  48160-E,  48161-E,  48503-E,  48504-E,  4S526-E. 
48527-E,  59248-E.) 


Between  .July  1  and  September  20,  16’41,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the 
Middle  District  of  Georgia,  Southern  District  of  Georgia,  Middle  District  of  North 
Carolina,  Eastern  District  of  North  Carolina,  and  Northern  District  of  Florida 
filed  libels  against  52  12-pound  bags  of  flour  at  Bainbridge,  Ga. ;  19  48-pound  and 
48  24-pound  bags  of  flour  at  Nashville,  Ga. ;  42  24-pound  bags,  23  8-pound  bags, 
and  8  24-pound  bags  of  flour  at  Thomasville,  Ga. ;  10  98-pound  bags  of  flour  at 
Waycross,  Ga. ;  44  48-pound  bags,  809  24-pound  bags,  and  375  12-pound  bags  of 
flour  at  Americus,  Ga. ;  44  24-pound  bags  at  Valdosta,  Ga. ;  24  48-pound  bags  and 
38  48-pound  bags  of  flour  at  Rockingham,  N.  C. ;  36  48-pound  bags  of  flour  at 
Ahoskie,  N.  C. ;  176  12-pound  bags  and  53  24-pound  bags  of  flour  at  Blountstown, 
Fla. ;  and  149  12-pound  bags  and  106  24-pound  sacks  of  flour  at  Crestview,  Fla., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the 
period  from  on  or  about  June  15,  1940,  to  on  or  about  August  30,  1941,  by  Dixie- 
Portland  Flour  Co.,  or  Dixie-Portland  Flour  Mills,  variously  from  Richmond  and 
Norfolk,  Va. ;  Mobile,  Ala. ;  and  Jacksonville,  Fla. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The 
article  was  labeled  variously  in  part :  “Self-Rising  Flour  *  *  *  Jewel  [or 
“Tulip,”  “Sunglo,”  “Hi-Bisk,”  “Cotton  Boll,”  or  “Silver  Leaf”]”;  “Bleached  Flour 
Stout’s  Delicious” ;  “Honker  Guaranteed  Flour” ;  “Hostess  Bleached  Flour”  ;  or 
“U-Bak-A  Bakers  Patent.” 

On  October  20,  1941,  the  Dixie-Portland  Flour  Co.  having  appeared  as  claimant 
for  the  lots  seized  at  Americus,  Ga.,  and  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the 
libels  and  consented,  to  the  entry  of  a  decree,  a  consolidated  judgment  of  con¬ 
demnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  con¬ 
ditioned  that  it  be  denatured  for  use  as  animal  feed.  Between  August  20,  1941, 
aid  January  28,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  remaining  lots,  judg¬ 
ments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  they  were  ordered  destroyed. 


2837.  Adulteration  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  52,  201,  and  39  Bags  of  Flour  (and  2  other 
seizure  aetions  against  flour).  Deerees  of  eondenination.  Portion  of 
product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  he  denatured ;  remainder  ordered 
destroyed.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  5178,  5693,  5750.  Sample  Nos.  48166-E,  4852.3-E 
to  48525-E,  incl.) 

Cn  or  about  July  20  and  on  September  16,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys  for 
the  Southern  and  the  Northern  Districts  of  Georgia  filed  libels  against  39  48- 
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pound  bags,  201  24-poniKl  bags,  and  52  12-pound  bags  of  flour  at  \idalia,  and  172 
48-pound  bags,  70  24-pound  bags,  and  80  12-pound  bags  of  flour  at  Covington,  Ga., 
alleging  that  the  aitiele  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
April  2,  May  21,  and  August  14, 1941,  by  Indiana  Flour  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Jacksonville, 
Fla.,  and  Greenville,  S.  C. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  con¬ 
sisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  lilthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part ; 
(Bags)  “Bleached  Red  Radiance  Self-Rising  Flour,”  “Sunset  Gold  Beautiful  Bis¬ 
cuit  Flour  *  *  Self-Rising,”  or  “Bleached  Igleheart’s  Tender  Flake  Sek- 

Rising  Flour  Igleheart  Brothers  Incorporated,  Evansville,  Ind.” 

On  October  10,  1941,  Indiana  Flour  Co.,  Inc.,  claimant  for  the  product  seized 
at  Vidalia,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condem¬ 
nation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  condi¬ 
tioned  that  it  be  denatured  so  that  it  could  not  be  used  for  human  consumption 
but  might  be  used  for  animal  feed.  On  October  25,  1941,  no  claimant  having 
appeared  for  the  flour  seized  at  Covington,  judgments  of  condemnation  were 
enteied  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

2838.  AtJnlteration  of  flour.  V.  S.  v.  11,  5o’,  and  20  Sacks  of  Flour  (and  1  other 

seizure  action  against  flour).  Ilecrees  of  condemnation.  Product  re¬ 
leased  under  bond  to  be  denatured  and  disposed  of  for  livestock  feed. 

(F.  D.  C.  Nos.  (3015,  6016.  Sample  Nos.  22744-E  to  22747-E,  inch) 

On  October  15,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Nevada 
filed  libels  against  1(X)  sacks  of  flour  at  Reno,  Nev.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  January  15,  1941,  by  the  Husler 
Flour  IMills  or  the  New  Husler  Flour  Mill  from  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah;  and 
chargiLg  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part;  “Husler's  Pastry  and  Cake 
For  “Premier”  or  “100%  Whole  Wheat”]  Flour.” 

On  December  15,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  to  the  owner,  the  Cremer- 
Erickson  Co.,  Reno,  Nev.,  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  denatured  and  diS' 
posed  of  as  feed  for  livestock. 

2839.  Adulteration  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  33  Rags  and  4(»  Bags  of  Flour.  Consent 

decree  of  condemnation  ordering  the  product  released  under  bond  to  be 
denatured,  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5863.  Sample  No.  67645-E.) 

On  October  1,  1941,  the  United  Slates  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Arkansas  filed  a  libel  against  33  48-ponnd  bags  and  46  24-ponnd  bags  of  flour  at 
Paragoidd,  Ark.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce,  in  part  on  or  about  August  23  and  December  2,  1940,  by  Majestic  Flour 
Mills  from  Aurora,  INIo.,  and  in  part  on  or  about  February  11,  1941,  by  Eisen- 
mayer  Milling  Co.  from  Springfield,  Mo. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated 
in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  and/or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  and  decomposed 
substance,  and  was  otherwise  unfit  for  food.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part: 
(Bags)  “Self-Rising  Deluxe  Flour.” 

Hurt  Grocer  Co.,  Paragonld,  Ark.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allegations 
of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  on  November  25,  1941,  as 
of  October  29,  1941,  ordering  that  the  product  be  released  under  bond  to  be  de¬ 
natured  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  so  that 
it  could  not  be  used  for  human  consumption, 

2S40.  Aclulteratjon  of  flour.  V.  S.  v.  119  Ig-Found  Bags,  61  24-Pound  Bags,  and 
219  4S-I*ouud  Bags  of  Flour.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  ordering 
the  product  released  under  bond  to  be  denatured.  (F.  I).  C.  No.  5837. 

Sample  Nos.  67642-E  to  67644-E.  inch) 

On  October  1,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Arkansas  filed  a  libel  against  the  above-named  product  at  Paragonld,  Ark.,  alleg¬ 
ing  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce,  in  part  on  or  about 
April  8,  1941,  by  Arkansas  City  Flour  Mills  Co.  from  Arkansas  City,  Kans.,  anJ 
in  part  on  or  about  July  9,  1941,  bv  Majestic  Flour  Mills  from  Aurora,  Mo  ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  and/or  in 
part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  and  decomposed  substance,  and  was  otherwise  unfit  fbr 
food.  The  arti(4e  was  labeled  in  part:  (Bags)  “Flour  Silver  King,”  “Sdf- 
Rising  Silver  King  *  *  *  Flour,”  or  “DeLnxe  *  *  *  Flour.” 

Hurt  Grocer  Co.,  Paragonld,  Ark.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allegations 
of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  on  November  25,  1941,;  as 
of  Octob^’r  29  1941,  orderir  g  that  th-e  product  be  released  under  bond  to;  be 
denatured  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  so  hat 
it  could  not  be  used  for  human  consumption.  f 
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2S41.  Adulteration  of  Hour.  U.  S,  v.  11  08-Pound  Pa^St  20  OG-Pound  Bags,  «44. 

48-Pound  Bags,  and  023  24-Pound  Bags  of  Flour  (and  2  other  seizure 
actions  against  flour.  Decrees  of  condemnation  ordering  portions  of 
product  released  under  bond;  remainder  ordered  destroyed.  (P.  D.  C. 

Nos.  5828,  5984.  6161.  Sample  Nos.  85819-E.  67475-E  to  67480-E.  incl., 
83976-E.) 

Between  October  1  and  November  5,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the 
Eastern  District  of  Arkansas,  Southern  District  of  Mississippi,  and  the  Southern 
District  of  Texas  filed  libels  against  11  98-pound  bags,  20'  96-pound  bags,  544 
48-pound  bags,  and  923  24-pound  bags  of  flour  at  Paragould,  Ark.,  40  48-pound 
bags  and  117  24-pouiid  bags  of  flour  at  Vicksburg,  Miss.,  and  360  24-pound  bags 
of  flour  at  Laredo,  Tex.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  March  20  to  on  or  about  October  14, 

1941,  by  Shawnee  Milling  Co.  from  Shawnee,  Okla. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 

adulterated  in  that  portions  of  the  product  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substance,  and  in  that  the  remainder  consisted  in  whole  and/or  in  part  of 
a  filthy,  putrid,  and  decomposed  substance,  and  was  otherwise  unfit  for  food. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Golden  Kule  Flour  [“*  *  *  Self-Rising”]”; 

“Flour  Shawnee  Maid  [“Self-Rising”]” ;  “Mother’s  Best  *  *  *  Flour”;  “La- 

Rose  *  *  *  Flour” ;  or  “White  Eagle  *  *  *  Flour.” 

Hurt  Grocer  Co.,  Paragould,  Ark.,  claimant  for  the  flour  at  Paragould,  hdving 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  on 
November  25,  1941,  as  of  October  29,  1941,  ordering  that  the  product  be  released 
under  bond  to  be  denatured  under  the  supervision  of  the  Pood  and  Drug  Admin¬ 
istration  so  that  it  could  not  be  used  for  human  consumption.  On  .January  6, 

1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  product  at  Laredo,  judgment  of  con¬ 
demnation  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  delivered  to  the  Quartermaster,  Fort 
McIntosh,  Laredo,  Tex.,  for  use  as  livestock  feed  only.  On  May  20,  1942,  no 
claimant  having  appeared  for  the  flour  at  Vicksburg,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

2842.  Adulteration  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  61  Bags  of  Flour.  Consent  decree  of  con¬ 
demnation  ordering  tlie  product  released  under  bond  to  be  denatured. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  5853.  Sample  No.  67646-E.) 

On  October  1,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Arkansas  filed  a  libel  against  61  48-pound  bags  of  flour  at  Paragould,  Ark.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from 
on  or  about  November  23,  1940,  to  on  or  about  April  12,  1941,  by  Robinson  Milling 
Co.  from  Salina,  Kans. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted 
in  whole  and/or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  and  decomposed  substance,  and  was 
otherwise  unfit  for  food.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Southern  Beauty 
Flour  *  *  *  Self-Rising.” 

Puryear-Meyer  Grocer  Co.,  Paragould,  Ark.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  on  November  25, 
1941,  as  of  October  29,  1941,  ordering  that  the  product  be  released  under  bond  to 
be  denatured  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  so  that 
it  could  not  be  used  for  human  consumption. 

284.3.  Adulteration  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  414  48-Pound  Bags  and  172  24-Pound  Bags 
of  Flour.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C. 

No.  5988.  Sample  Nos.  40000-E,  67901-E  to  67903-E,  incl.) 

On  or  about  October  13,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Missouri  filed  a  libel  against  the  above-named  product  at  Joplin,  Mo., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  July 
19  and  August  25,  1941,  by  the  Weber  Flour  Mills  Co.  from  Salina,  Kans. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy 
.substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Big  Value  Hard  Wheat  Flour,” 
“Big  Horn  Hard  Wheat  Flour  *  *  *  Inter-State  Grocer  Co.  Distributors,” 

“IGA  Brand  Family  Flour  *  *  *  Packed  for  Independent  Grocers  Alliance 

Distributing  Co.,”  or  “Much-more  Brand  Flour  *  *  *  Food  Products  Co.  of 

America  Chicago,  Ill.  Distributor.” 

On  January  12,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  was  entered  order¬ 
ing  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

2844.  Adulteration  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  3  Bags,  19  Bags,  and  1  Bag  of  Flour. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation  ordering  the  product  released  under 
bond  to  be  denatured.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5836.  Sample  No.  67641-E.) 

On  October  1,  ,1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Arkansas  filed  a  libel  against  3  24-pound  bags,  19  48-pound  bags,  and  1  96-pound 
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bag  of  flour  at  Paragoiild,  Ark.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in 
interstate  commerce  on  or  about  March  4,  1941,  by  the  Wolff  Milling  Co.  from 
New  Haven,  Mo. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  and/or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  and  decomposed  substance,  and  was 
otherwise  unfit  for  food.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Bags)  “Wolff’s  Extra 
High  Patent  Flour.” 

Hurt  Grocer  Co.,  Paragould,  Ark.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of 
the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  on  November  25,  1941,  as  of 
October  29,  1941,  ordering  that  the  product  be  released  under  bond  to  be  de¬ 
natured  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  so  that  it 
could  not  be  used  for  human  consumption. 

2845.  4<lHlteratioii  of  pumpernickel  flour.  U.  S.  v.  43  Bags  of  Pumpernickel 
Flour.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

0537.  Sample  No.  54521-E.) 

This  product  contained  rodent  excreta  pellet  fragments,  hairs,  insect  fragments, 
and  other  filth. 

On  December  17,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  43  bags  of  pumpernickel  flour  at  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  -alleging  that  the  product  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  November  11,  1941,  by  R.  B.  Richardson  from  Allentown,  N.  J. ;  and  charg¬ 
ing  that  it  was  adulterated  for  the  reasons  appearing  above.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part:  (Bags)  “H-P  Brand  Fancy  Pumpernickel.  Distributed  by  H. 
Price  Philadelphia,  Pa.” 

On  .Tanuary  5,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

CORN  MEAL 

Nos.  2846  to  2850  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  corn  meal  that  was 
insect-infested. 

2840.  Adulterafion  of  corn  meal.  U.  S.  v.  117  Bags  and  298  Bags  of  Corn  Meal. 

Default  decrees  of  condemnation.  Portion  of  product  ordered  delivered 
to  charitable  agency  for  use  as  stock  feed;  remainder  ordered  destroyed. 

(F.  D.  C.  Nos.  5595,  5826.  Sample  Nos.  59637-E,  67404-E.) 

This  product  contained  insects,  insect  fragments,  rodent  excreta,  and  one  lot 
also  contained  rodent  hairs.  Many  of  the  bags  in  one  lot  had  been  cut  into  by 
rodents  and  there  were  numerous  rodent  pellets  on  and  between  the  bags. 

On  August  29  and  September  23,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the 
Southern  District  of  West  Virginia  and  the  Eastern  District  of  Arkansas  filed 
libels  against  298  10-pound  bags  of  corn  meal  at  Bluefield,  W.  Va.,  and  117 
20-pound  bags  of  corn  meal  at  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  July  21  and  23  and  August 
5,  1941,  by  the  Quaker  Oats  Co.  from  Akron,  Ohio,  and  St.  Joseph,  Mo. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Aunt 
Jemima  White  Cream  Corn  Meal.” 

The  portion  of  the  product  seized  at  Bluefield,  W.  Va.,  was  alleged  to  be 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The 
portion  of  the  product  seized  at  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated 
in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  and/or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  or  decomposed 
substance  and  was  otherwise  unfit  for  human  consumption ;  and  in  that  it  had 
been  held  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contam¬ 
inated  with  filth. 

On  October  2  and  22,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of 
condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed.  On  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1941,  the  deuree  entered  in  the  Southern  District  of  West  Virginia  was 
amended  in  order  to  permit  delivery  of  the  product  to  a  public  institution  to 
be  used  as  stock  feed. 

2847.  Aflultcratiou  of  corn  meal.  U.  S.  v.  151  Bags  of  Corn  3Ieal.  Default  de¬ 
cree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6109.  Sample  No. 
496.‘:0-E.) 

This  product  contained  rodent  excreta  fragments  and  rodent  hairs,  as  well  as 
Insect  fragments. 

0)1  October  29,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Louisiana  filed  a  libel  against  151  bags  of  corn  meal  at  Lafayette,  La.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  Septem¬ 
ber  28,  1941,  by  Houston  Milling  Co.  from  Houston,  Tex. ;  and  charging  that  it 
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was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  (Bags)  “Gilt  Edge  Corn  Meal.” 

Gn  January  5,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

2848.  Adulteration  of  corn  meal.  U.  S.  v.  23  Cajses  of  Corn  Meal.  Default  de¬ 

cree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5187.  Sample  No. 
53225-E.) 

On  July  29,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Arizona 
filed  a  libel  against  23  cases,  each  containing  24  packages  of  corn  meal  at 
Phoenix,  Ariz.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  August  31,  1940,  and  April  22,  1941,  by  Miller  Cereal  Mills 
from  Omaha,  Nebr. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted 
in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : 
“1  Lb.  8  Oz.  Yellow  Cream  Corn  Meal.” 

On  October  10,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  oi-dered  destroyed. 

2849.  Adulteration  of  corn  meal.  U.  S.  v.  10  Bags  of  Corn  Meal.  Default  decree 

of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6202.  Sample  No. 
498G8-E.) 

On  November  10,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  Louisiana  filed  a  libel  against  10  bags  of  corn  meal  at  New  Orleans,  La., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
October  24,  1941,  by  J.  D.  Perkerson’s  Sons  from  Austell,  Ga. ;  and  charging  that 
it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Bags)  “96  Lbs.  2  Bu.  Perkerson’s  Southern 
Style  *  *  *  Corn  Meal.” 

On  December  24,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

2850.  Adulteralion  of  corn  meal.  U.  S.  v.  7  Bags,  43  Bags,  and  G  Bags  of  Corn 

Meal.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 
5820.  Sample  Nos.  49972-E  to  49974-E,  incl. ) 

This  product  contained  rodent  hairs  and  excreta  as  well  as  insect  fragments. 
On  September  23,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Alabama  filed  a  libel  against  7  96-pound  bags,  13  24-pound  bags,  and  6 
48  pound  bags  of  corn  meal  at  York,  Ala.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  August  12  and  September  3  and  6, 
1941,  by  Royal-Stafolife  Mills  from  Meridian,  Miss. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Royal  Corn  Meal.” 

On  November  6,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


MACARONI  PRODUCTS 


Nos.  2851  and  2852  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  macaroni  products 
that  were  insect-infested. 


2851.  Adulteration  of  noodles,  macaroni,  and  spaghetti.  U.  S.  v.  47  Cases  and  521 
Cases  of  Noodles,  512  Cases  of  Macaroni,  and  245  Cases  of  Spxiglietti. 
Decrees  of  condemnation.  Portions  of  products  ordered  released  under 
bond  to  be  reconditioned;  remainder  ordered  destroyed.  (F.  D,  C.  Nos. 
5216,  5672.  Sample  Nos.  53226-E,  53227-E.  72001-E  to  72021-E,  incl.) 


On  or  about  August  7  and  on  September  11,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys 
for  the  District  of  Arizona  and  the  Southern  District  of  California  filed  libels 
against  47  cases  of  noodles  at  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  and  521  cases  of  noodles,  512  cases 
of  macaroni,  and  245  cases  of  spaghetti  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  alleging  that 
the  articles  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from 
on  or  about  January  26,  1940,  to  on  or  about  April  2,  1941,  by  the  American 
Beauty  Macaroni  Co.  from  Denver,  Colo.,  and  Kansas  City,  Mo. ;  and  charging 
that  they  were  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  filthy 
substances.  The  articles  were  labeled  in  part:  “American  Beauty  Egg  Noodles 
[-QJ,  *  *  Macaroni”  or  “*  *  *  Spaghetti”]”  ;  or  “American  Beauty  Brand 

Shel-Roni  [or  “El  bo-Roni,”  “Salad-Roni,”  or  “Roni-Mac”].” 

On  October  1,  1941,  American  Beauty  Manufacturing  Co.,  claimant  for  the 
seizure  at  Los  Angeles,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment 
of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  products  were  ordered  released  under 
bond  to  be  reconditioned  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Admin- 
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istration.  The  good  portion  was  segregated  from  the  bad,  and  the  latter  was 
delivered  to  a  meat  company  for  use  as  hog  feed.  On  October  10,  1941,  no 
claimant  having  appeared  for  the  seizure  at  Phoenix,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

28!>2.  Atliilteration  of  maearoni  protliiets.  U.  S.  v.  4  Cases  of  Noodles,  et  al. 

Slefault  decree  of  eondcMsnation  and  destruction,  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5455. 

Sample  Nos.  53966-E  to  53972-E.  incl.) 

On  September  2,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Arizona 
tiled  a  libel  against  15  cases  of  egg  noodles,  2  cases  of  macaroni,  10'  cases  of 
spagluetti,  and  4  cases  of  vermicelli  at  Yuma,  Ariz.,  alleging  that  the  articles  had 
been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  February  24,  April  24,  and  July 
21,  1941,  by  Superior  Macaroni  Co.  from  Los  Angeles,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that 
they  were  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  filthy  sub¬ 
stances.  The  articles  were  labeled  in  part :  “Kwik  Kook  Egg  Noodles  [or  “Maca¬ 
roni  Products”]”;  or  “Superio  Brand  100%  Semolina  Products.” 

On  October  6,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  products  were  ordered  destroyed. 

MISCELLANEOUS 

2853.  Adulteration  of  Cream  of  Maize.  U.  S,  v.  102  Bags  of  Cream  of  Maize. 

Consent  decree  of  condenjnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5910. 

Sample  No.  59434-E.) 

This  product  was  insect-infested. 

On  September  29,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Virginia  filed  a  libel  against  102  50-pound  bags  of  Cream  of  Maize  at  Norfolk,  Va  , 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  June  4,  1940,  by  Decatur 
Milling  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Decatur,  III. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that 
it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in 
part :  “Hexagon  Brand  Cream  of  Maize.” 

On  October  S,  1941,  the  claimant  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel, 
judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

2854.  Siisbramliug  of  natural  Lrowis  putFcd  rice.  U,  S.  v.  GO  Cases  of  Natural 

Slr4»wii  Fulled  iiice.  BefauJt  decree  of  eondemnatioii.  Product  ordered 

delivered  to  cliaritable  iustitution.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  5635.  Sample  No. 

69959-E.) 

This  product  contained  approximately  twm-thirds  the  amount  of  vitamin  B, 
declared  on  the  label. 

On  September  8,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New 
Jersey  filed  a  libel  against  CO  cases  of  natural  brown  puffed  rice  at  New 
Brunswick,  N.  J.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  May  28,  1941,  by  the  Southern  Rice  Sales  Corporation  fr<  m 
Long  Island  City,  N.  Y. ;  and  charg  ng  that  it  was  misbranded.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part:  (Package)  “4  Ounces  Net  Weight  River  Brand  Puffed  Natural 
Brown  Rice  Contains  Vitamin  Bi  and  Bj.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  bo  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  “Each  four 
ounce  package  of  River  Brand  Natural  Brown  Puffed  Rice  contains  94.4  Inter¬ 
national  units  of  Vitamin  Bi,”  borne  on  the  label,  was  false  and  misleading  as 
applied  to  an  article  that  contained  not  more  than  60  International  Units  of 
vitamin  Bi  in  each  4-onnce  package. 

On  November  19,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  a  charitable  institution. 

FEED 

28.55.  Mc.slirantling  of  ootton.seed  cake  and  meal.  IJ.  S.  v.  The  Southern  Cotton 

Oil  Co.  Flea  of  guilty.  Fine,  ,$50.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  4151.  Sample  Nos. 

1849:i-E.  18494-E.) 

This  product  contained  less  protein  than  the  amount  declared  on  its  label. 

On  Ju  y  3,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Arkansas 
filed  an  information  against  the  Southern  Cotton  Oil  Co.,  a  corporation,  New’port, 
Ark.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  October  4,  1940,  from  the  State  of  Arkansas 
into  the  State  of  Kansas  of  quantities  of  cottonseed  cake  and  meal  that  were 
misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Tags)  “Cottonseed  Cake  and  Meal 
Superior  Quality  Guaranteed  Analysis  Protein,  not  less  than  41%  *  ♦  * 

Distributed  by  Superior  Cake  &  Meal  Co.” 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  “Protein,  not  less  than 
41%, ”  borne  on  the  tags,  was  false  and  misleading  since  it  contained  less  than  41 
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percent  of  protein,  samples  from  each  of  the  two  shipments  having  been  found  to 
contain  33.38  percent  and  38.56  percent,  respectively,  of  protein. 

On  December  8,  1941,  a  plea  of  guilty  having  been  entered  on  behalf  of  the 
defendant,  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $50. 

2856.  Misbranding'  of  peanut  meal.  U.  S.  v.  216  Bag.s  of  Peanut  Meal.  Consent 

decree  of  condemnation.  Product  released  under  bond  for  relabeling. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  5973.  Sample  No.  18G77-E.) 

This  product  contained  less  crude  protein  than  the  proportion  declared  on  the 
label. 

On  October  4,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Maryland  filed 
a  libel  against  216  bags  of  peanut  meal  at  Baltimore,  Md.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  July  17,  1941,  by  Wilmington 
Oil  &  Fertilizer  Co.  from  Wilmington,  N.  C. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded. 
The  product  was  labeled  in  part:  (Tags)  ‘TOO  Lbs.  Net  Peco  Brand  Peanut  Meal 
Manufactured  by  Wilmington  Oil  and  Fertilizer  Co.  Wilmington,  N.  C.  Guaran¬ 
teed  Analysis :  Protein  Not  Less  than  41.00%.” 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  “Protein  not  less  than 
41%”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  contained  not  more 
than  38.62  percent  of  crude  protein. 

On  October  17,  1941,  George  F.  Obrecht  Co.,  Baltimore,  Md.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and 
the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  relabeled 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

2857.  Aclulteratioii  and  misbranding  of  Codroil.  U.  S.  v.  20  Drums  of  Codroil. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  ordering  that  the  product  he  relabeled 
and  sold  as  ordinary  feed.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  4400.  Sample  No.  29068— E.) 

This  product  was  represented  to  contain  3.71  percent  of  cod-liver-oil  extract 
containing  4,833  units  of  vitamin  A  per  gram,  which  would  indicate  that  the 
product  contained  179  units  of  vitamin  A  per  gram ;  whereas  examination  showed 
that  it  contained  only  88  units  of  vitamin  A  per  gram.  Furthermore,  no  state¬ 
ment  of  contents  appeared  on  the  container. 

On  April  19,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of  Ohio 
filed  a  libel  against  20  drums,  each  containing  100  pounds,  of  Codroil  at  Ashland, 
Ohio,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  by  Pho-So- 
Ash  Products  Corporation  from  Kendallville,  Ind.,  on  or  about  February  10,  1941 ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent,  namely, 
vitamin  A,  had  been  wholly  or  in  part  omitted  or  abstracted  therefrom. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  following  statement  on  the 
label  was  false  since  it  was  incorrect,  “Ingredients — Cod  liver  oil  extract  3.71 
per  cent  (4833  units  vitamin  A  per  gram  *  *  *)”  ;  and  (2)  in  that  the  package 

(drum)  did  not  bear  an  accurate  statement  of  the  quantity  of  contents. 

The  article  was  also  alleged  to  be  adulterated  and  misbranded  under  the 
provisions  of  the  law  applicable  to  drugs,  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  571. 

On  July  3,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  relabeled  and  sold  as  ordinary 
feed. 

2858.  Mi.sbrandiiig  of  Pro-Gro.  U.  S.  v.  3  10-Pound,  3  25-Pound,  and  1  335- 

Pound  Containers  of  Pro-Gro.  Consent  decree  of  eondenination  and 
destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  4379,  4380.  Sample  Nos.  43876— E,  43877— E.) 

The  labeled  portion  of  this  product  bore  false  and  misleading  claims  regarding 
its  efficacy  as  an  egg  and  meat  producer,  and  the  unlabeled  portion  failed  to 
bear  the  name  and  address  of  the  manufacturer,  packer,  or  distributor.  Both 
portions  also  failed  to  bear  the  required  quantity  of  contents  and  active  ingre¬ 
dient  statements. 

On  April  21,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Kansas  filed 
a  libel  against  the  above-named  product  at  Ottawa,  Kans.,  alleging  that  it  had 
been  shipped  by  the  Pro-Gro  Co.  from  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  or  about  January 
28,  1941 ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  With  the  exception  of  the  por¬ 
tion  contained  in  one  of  the  10-pound  containers,  the  article  was  unlabeled. 

The  labeled  portion  of  the  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the 
statements,  “Pro — Produces  More  Eggs  !  Gro — Grows  More  Meat !  Poultry  Sup¬ 
plement  Fertility  .  .  .  Vitality,”  were  false  and  misleading  since  they  repre¬ 
sented  that  it  would  be  efficacious  for  the  purposes  recommended,  whereas  it 
would  not  be  efficacious  for  such  purposes ;  and  in  that  the  name  “Pro-Gro,”  a 
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combination  of  letters,  was  a  false  and  misleading  device  which  was  interpreted 
to  mean  that  the  article  would  produce  more  eggs  and  grow  more  meat.  Both 
the  labeled  and  the  unlabeled  portions  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that 
the  article  was  in  package  form  and  the  label  failed  to  bear  (1)  a  statement  of 
the  common  or  usual  names  of  the  active  ingredients,  and  (2)  an  accurate  state¬ 
ment  of  the  quantity  of  contents.  The  portion  in  the  unlabeled  containers  was 
alleged  to  be  misbranded  further  in  that  it  was  in  package  form  and  did  not 
bear  a  label  containing  the  name  and  place  of  business  of  the  manufacturer, 
packer,  or  distributor. 

It  also  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  under  the  provisions  of  the  law  applicable 
to  drugs,  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  596. 

On  .Tune  21,  1941,  the  claimant  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel, 
judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

DAIRY  PRODUCTS 

BUTTER 

28.119.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  butter.  TJ.  S.  v.  2t4  Cases  of  Butter. 

Default  decree  of  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6178.  Sample  No.  64175— E.) 

This  product  was  short  weight,  in  addition  to  containing  tilth. 

On  October  11,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
West  Virginia  tiled  a  libel  against  2%  cases,  each  containing  32  1-pound  prints, 
of  butter  at  Warwood,  W.  Va.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or 
about  July  3,  17,  and  24,  1941,  by  Armour  &  Co.  from  Columbus,  Ohio ;  and 
ciiarging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part : 
(Prints)  “Spring  Brook  Brand  Creamery  Butter,  Armour  Creameries,  Distribu¬ 
tors,  *  *  *  Chicago,  Ill.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  animal  substance. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  prints  did  not  contain  1  pound 
net,  as  labeled. 

On  December  10,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  was  entered 
ordering  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

Nos.  286  0  to  286  4  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  butter  that  was 
found  to  contain  mold. 

2860.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  14  27 /32  Cases  and  34  20/32  Cases  of 

Butter.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ortlered  released 
under  bond  to  be  destroyed  or  reworked.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6,S29.  Sample 
Nos.  73296-E,  73297-E.) 

A  portion  of  this  product  contained  excessive  mold,  and  the  remainder  was 
deficient  in  milk  fat. 

On  or  about  November  22,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District 
of  Kansas  filed  a  libel  against  48  cases,  each  containing  32  pounds,  and  27 
and  -0  loose  pounds,  of  butter  at  Kansas  City, 'Kans.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  on  or  about  October  27  and  November  3,  1941,  by  Clinton 
Butter  Co.  from  Clinton,  Mo.;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated.  It  was 
labeled  in  part :  “Cudahy’s  Sunlight  Creamery  Butter  The  Cudahy  Packing 
Co.  Distributors  *  «  *  Chicago,  Ill.” 

A  portion  of  the  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  oi-  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  or  decomposed  substance.  The  remainder 
was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent,  milk  fat,  had 
been  in  whole  or  in  part  omitted  or  abstracted  therefrom;  and  in  that  an  article 
containing  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted 
wholly  or  in  part  for  butter. 

On  December  19,  1941,  Clinton  Butter  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  destroyed  or  reworked.  That  portion 
which  was  deficient  in  milk  fat  was  reworked,  and  the  remainder  was  destroyed. 

2861.  AUulteratioii  of  butter.  TJ.  S.  v.  8  Tubs  of  Butter.  Default  decree  of 

eondeiiinatioii  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6529.  Sample  No.  56992-E.) 

On  November  15,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  New  York  filed  a  libel  against  8  tubs  of  butter  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  November 
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4,  1941,  by  Farmers  Creamery  from  Oskaloosa,  Iowa ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  or  decom¬ 
posed  substance. 

On  December  9,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

2802.  Adulteration  of  luitter.  U.  S.  v.  58  Cases  of  Butter.  Default  decree  of 
condemnation  and  destruction.  (F,  D.  C.  No.  6328.  Sample  No.  62367— E.) 

On  November  10,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  Wisconsin  filed  a  libel  against  58  cases,  each  containing  32  pounds,  of  butter 
at  Kenosha,  Wis.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  November  2,  1941,  by  A.  Madsen  from  Kewanee,  Ill. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy,  putrid,  or  decomposed  substance,  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  and 
packed  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated 
with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Armour’s  Cloverbloom  Butter.” 

On  December  17,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

28G3.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  19,143  Pounds  of  Butter.  Consent  decree 
ordering'  product  released  under  bond.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5704.  Sample  No. 
29861-E.) 

On  or  about  August  14,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western 
District  of  Kentucky  filed  a  libel  against  19,143  pounds  of  butter  at  Louisville, 
Ky.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  August  6,  1941,  by  Flank  Pilley  &  Sons,  Inc.,  from  Springfield,  Mo. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part 
of  a  filthy,  putrid,  or  decomposed  substance,  or  was  otherwise  unfit  for  food. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  joart :  “Armour’s  Cloverbloom  Butter  *  *  * 
Armour  Creameries,  Distributors  *  *  *  Chicago,  Ill.” 

On  October  31,  1941,  Frank  Pilley  &  Sons,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  was  entered  ordering  that  the  product 
be  released  under  bond  to  be  brought  into  compliance  with  the  law.  The 
product  was  converted  into  butter  oil. 

2864.  Aclulteratiou  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  17  Cases  and  3  Cases  of  Butter.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6151.  Sample  Nos. 
25834-E,  25835-E.) 

This  product  was  moldy  and  rancid. 

On  November  4,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Alabama  filed  a  libel  against  20  cases  of  butter  at  Birmingham,  Ala.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  September 
17,  1941,  by  Sunny  Brook  Creamery  Co.  from  Miami,  Fla. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  or  decom¬ 
posed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Swift’s  Brookfield  Butter,” 
or  “Sunnyland  Creameries  Butter.” 

On  December  29,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

Nos.  2865  to  286  7  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  butter  that  was 
deficient  in  milk  fat. 

2865.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  12  Boxeis  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of 

condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  6052.  Sample  No.  56973-E.) 

On  October  14,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  12  boxes,  each  containing  approximately  6G  pounds, 
of  butter  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or 
about  September  30,  1941,  by  Plighlanding  Creamery,  Goodrich,  IMinn. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  a  product  containing  less  than  80  per¬ 
cent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part:  “Butter  Distributed  by  Hunter  Walton  &  Co.  *  *  *  New 

York.” 

On  October  24,  1941,  Highlanding  Creamery,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  so  that  it  contain  at  least  80  percent  of  milk  fat. 
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28CG.  Adulteration  of  butter,  U.  S.  v.  24  Cartons  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of 
condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  6049.  Sample  No.  56969-E.) 

On  October  G,  1941,  tbe  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York  tiled  a  libel  against  24  cartons,  each  containing  approximately  G4 
pounds,  of  blitter  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on 
or  about  September  25,  1941,  by  Landsberger  Creamery  &  Produce  Co.,  from 
Sisseton,  S.  Dak. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  contained  less 
than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : 
“Butter  *  *  *  Zenith-Godley  Co.  N.  Y.” 

On  October  23,  1941,  Landsberger  Creamery  &  Produce  Co.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered 
and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  so  that  it  contain  at  least 
80  percent  of  milk  fat. 

2807.  Adulterafiou  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  12  Cartons  of  Butter,  Consent  decree  of 
condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  6530.  Sample  No.  76472-E.) 

On  December  1,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massa¬ 
chusetts  filed  a  libel  against  12  60-pound  cartons  of  butter  at  Somerville,  Mass., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  November  25,  1941,  by 
Northwest  Dairy  Forwarding  Co.  from  Duluth,  Minn. ;  and  cliarging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  a  product  containing  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk 
fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter,  a  product  which  should  contain  not  less 
than  80  percent  of  milk  fat  as  provided  by  law.  The  article  was  labeled  in 
part :  “Pipestone  Produce  Company  Somerville,  Massachusetts.” 

On  December  18,  1941,  Pipestone  Produce  Co.,  of  Minnesota,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered 
and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked  under  the 
super’S'ision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

28G8,  Misbranding  of  butter.  II.  S.  v.  ,J.  Ea.stutan  Hatcb,  Trustee  in  Bankruptcy 
of  tbe  Mutual  Creamery  Co,  Plea  of  guilty.  Fines  totaling  822. 
(F.  D.  C.  No.  5513.  Sam])le  Nos.  44395-E,  44397-E,  65214-E,  6521 6-E, 
65230-E.  65231-E,  65709-E,  65711-E.) 

This  product  was  short  weight. 

On  November  29,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Utah  filed 
an  information  against  J.  Eastman  Hatch,  trustee  in  bankruptcy  of  the  Mutual 
Creamery  Co.,  a  corporation  at  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  alleging  shipment  within  the 
period  from  on  or  about  April  15  to  on  or  about  May  13,  1941,  from  the  State  of 
Utah  into  the  State  of  Nevada,  of  quantities  of  butter  that  was  misbranded.  It 
was  labeled  in  part :  “Maid  O’  Clover  Four-in-One  Brand  [or  “Maid  O’  Clover 
Brand  Sweet  Cream”]  Butter  Distributed  by  Mutual  Creamery  Company  *  *  * 

Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,”  or  “Fresh  Churned  Creamery  Butter  Distributed  by  O.  P. 
Skaggs  *  *  *  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  statements,  “One 
Pound  Net,”  “Net  Wgt.  1  Lb.,”  or  “1  Lb.  Net,”  appearing  on  the  cartons,  were 
false  and  misleading  since  they  represented  that  each  of  the  cartons  contained 
1  pound  net  of  butter,  whereas  each  carton  did  not  contain  1  pound  net  of 
butter,  but  did  contain  a  smaller  amount;  and  (2)  in  that  it  was  in  package  form 
and  its  label  failed  to  bear  an  accurate  statement  of  the  quantity  of  the  contents 
in  terms  of  weight. 

On  December  20,  1941,  a  plea  of  guilty  having  been  entered  by  tlie  defendant, 
the  coui-t  imposed  a  fine  of  $25  on  the  first  count  and  a  fine  of  $1  on  each  additional 
count,  totaling  $32. 

28G1).  Misbramliiig  o€  Imlter.  IT.  8.  v.  1.^2  Boxes  flijlter.  Product  ordered 
released  under  bond.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6379.  Sample  No.  53574-E.) 

This  product  was  short  of  the  d  elared  weight. 

On  October  22,  1941,  (he  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Arizona  filed 
a  libel  against  152  boxes,  each  containing  30  packages,  of  butter  at  Phoenix,  Ariz., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
October  17,  1941,  by  Dickey  Davis  Co.  from  Tulia,  Tex. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
misbranded  in  tha(  the  cartons  did  not  contain  1  pound  net  as  labeled.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  pari  ;  O’artonsl  “Rainbow  Butter  *  *  *  Churned  By 

Swisher  Creamery.  Inc.  Tulia,  Texas.” 
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On  October  27,  1941,  the  court  ordered  that  the  product  be  released  under  bond 
to  be  brought  into  compliance  with  the  law  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration. 

CHEESE 

2870.  Adulteration  of  Cheddar  cheese.  U.  S.  v.  26  and  54  Boxes  of  Cheddar 

Cheese.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

6060.  Sample  Nos.  58892-E,  58900 -E.) 

This  product  contained  insect  fragments. 

On  October  23,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Iowa  filed  a  libel  against  80  boxes  of  Cheddar  cheese  at  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  October  7, 
1941,  by  Urevig  Green  [Edgar  Urevig]  and  Clyde  Green,  managers  of  the  Granada 
Cheese  Factory  and  Brush  Creek  Cheese  Factory,  from  Granada  and  Bricelyn, 
Minn. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  substance,  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  con¬ 
ditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  November  7,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

2871.  Adulteration  of  cheese.  U.  S.  v.  19  Cases  of  Cheddar  Cheese.  Consent 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6032.  Sample  No. 

65893-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  rodent  hairs,  feather  bar- 
bules,  and  nondescript  dirt. 

On  December  15,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Wyoming 
filed  a  libel  against  19  cases  of  Cheddar  cheese  at  Rock  Springs,  Wyo.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  September  24, 
1941,  by  the  Mutual  Creamery  Co.  from  Randolph,  Utah ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance,  and 
in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have 
become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “OSPO  Maid 
O’Clover  Quality  First  Whole  Milk  Cheddar.” 

On  November  21,  1941,  the  consignor  and  consignee  having  accepted  service 
and  having  authorized  the  entry  of  final  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

CREAM 

Nos.  28  72  to  28  75  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  cream  that  was 
contaminated  because  of  the  presence  of  filth  or  decomposition. 

2872.  Adulteration  of  cream.  U.  S.  v.  4  10-Gallon  Cans  of  Cream.  Consent 

decree  of  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5738.  Sample  No.  42472— E.) 

On  August  12,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  4  10-gallon  cans  of  cream  at  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  August  8,  1941,  by  various 
shippers  as  follows :  J.  T.  Fisher  &  Son,  Poolesville,  Md. ;  Fairmont  Creamery 
Co.,  Strasburg,  Va. ;  Dewey  Tallman,  Pennsboro,  W.  Va. ;  and  L.  H.  Cutlip, 
Gassaway,  W.  Va. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  or  decomposed  substance. 

On  August.  12,  1941,  the  consignee  having  requested  the  immediate  destruction 
of  the  product,  judgment  was  entered  ordering  that  it  be  destroyed. 

2873.  Adulteration  of  cream.  U.  S.  v.  5  5-Gallon  Cans  of  Cream.  Consent 
decree  of  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6736.  Sample  No.  42470— E.) 

On  August  12,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  5  5-gallon  cans  of  cream  at  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  August  0,  1941,  by  various 
shippers  as  follows :  Anna  Dennis,  Forest  Hill,  Md. ;  Robert  Taylor,  Terra  Alta, 
W.  Va. ;  A.  M.  Bowmar,  Tunnelton,  W.  Va. ;  W.  J.  Price,  Montrose,  W.  Va. ;  and 
Ode  Rosier,  Parsons,  W.  Va. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  or  decomposed  substance. 

On  August  12,  1941,  the  claimant  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree, 
judgment  was  entered  ordering  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 
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2874.  Adulteration  of  cream.  IT.  S.  v.  2  10-Gallon  Cans  of  Cream.  Consent 

decree  of  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  5737.  Sample  No.  42471— E.) 

On  August  12,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  2  10-gallon  cans  of  cream  at  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
August  7,  1941,  by  Dairymen’s  Co-Op  Sales  Association,  Sardis,  Ohio,  and 
Doris  Jenkins,  Culpeper,  Va. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  or  decomposed  substance. 

On  August  12,  1941,  the ‘consignee  having  requested  the  immediate  destruction 
of  the  product,  judgment  was  entered  ordering  that  it  be  destroyed. 

2875.  Adulteration  of  cream.  IT.  S.  v.  5  Cans  of  Cream.  Consent  decree  of 

condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5252.  Sample  No.  37073— E.) 

On  July  24,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of  Georgia 
filed  a  libel  against  5  10-gallon  cans  of  cream  at  Americus,  Ga.,  alleging  that 
the  Jirticle  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  July  22,  1941,  by  R.  A.  Weeks  from 
Headland,  Ala. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly 
or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 

On  August  2,  1941,  the  consignee  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree, 
judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

EGGS 

Nos.  2876  to  28  79  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  several  lots  of 
frozen  eggs  in  which  examination  disclosed  the  presence  of  decomposition. 

2870.  Adulteration  of  frozen  eggs.  IT.  S.  v.  800  Cans  of  Frozen  Eggrs.  Consent 

decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  condi¬ 
tioned  tliat  unfit  portion  be  segregrated  and  destroyed  or  denatured. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  5958.  Sample  No.  509G7-E.) 

On  October  6,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  800  cans  of  frozen  eggs  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  June  24, 
1941,  by  the  Cudahy  Packing  Co.  from  Chicago,  Ill. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Cudahy’s  Sunlight  Whole  Eggs.” 

On  November  5,  1941,  the  Cudahy  Packing  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  the  unfit  portion  be  segregated 
and  denatured  or  destroyed. 

2877.  Adulteration  of  frozen  eggs.  U.  S.  v.  3f»0  Cans  of  Frozen  Egrg's.  Consent 

decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond.  (F.  D.  C. 

No.  5842.  Sample  No.  49773-E. ) 

On  September  24,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of 
Alabama  filed  a  libel  against  360  cans  of  frozen  eggs  at  Montgomery,  Ala.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  July  5,  1941, 
by  Cudahy  Packing  Co.  from  Chicago,  Ill. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated 
in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part :  “Net  Weight  30  Pounds  Cudahy’s  Sunlight  Whole  Eggs.” 

On  October  3,  1941,  the  Cudahy  Packing  Co.  having  appeared  as  claimant,  au 
order  was  entered  permitting  release  of  the  product  under  bond  conditioned  that 
it  should  not  be  disposed  of  in  violation  of  the  law.  On  October  10,  1941,  an 
amended  decree  was  entered  condemning  the  product  and  ordering  that  it  be 
delivered  to  the  claimant  to  be  brought  into  compliance  with  the  law  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  It  was  examined  and  sorted 
and  the  unfit  portion  converted  into  tankage.  , 

2878.  Adulteration  of  frozen  egg's.  U.  S.  v.  575  Cans  of  Frozen  Eggs.  Consent 

deeree  of  eondemnation.  Produet  ordered  released  under  bond  for  segre¬ 
gation  of  the  sound  portion  from  the  unsound.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6021.  Sample 

No.  01090-E.) 

On  October  14,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington  filed  a  libel  against  575  30-pound  cans  of  frozen  eggs  at  Lyndeu, 
Wash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  Interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  September  9,  1941,  by  Lucerne  Cream  &  Butter  Co.  from  Oakland,  Oallf.  | 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  In  that  it  consisted  In  whole  or  In  part  of  a 
decomposed  substance. 

On  October  27,  1941,  Lucerne  Cream  &  Butter  Co.,  claimant,  having  consented 
to  the  entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
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was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  segregation  of  the  sound  pf)rtion  from  the 
unsound  under  the  supervision  of  the  Pood  and  Drug  Administration.  The 
unsound  portion  was  destroyed. 

1£879.  AdtalteratioiJ  of  frozen  whole  eg-gs.  U.  .8.  v.  000  Cans  anti  8  Can.s  of  Frozen 
Whole  Eg-g.s.  Consent  deeree  of  eoisdemitation.  Frodnet  ordered  re¬ 
leased  under  hond.  (F.  D.  C.  No.' 0156.  Sample  Nos.  74873-!],  74874— E.) 

On  or  about  November  7,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of 
Connecticut  filed  a  libel  against  608  cans  of  frozen  whole  eggs  at  Hartford,  Conn., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
October  17,  1941,  by  Produce  Terminal  Cold  Storage  Co.  from  Chicago,  111.,  on 
order  of  Harry  Atlas  Sons,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  the  article 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Tag  on  cans)  “Packed  by  Blue  Star  Produce, 
Inc.  Otfices  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa.” 

On  December  19,  1941,  Louis  Orenstein  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the 
libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released 
under  bond  for  segregation  and  destruction  of  the  unfit  portion  under  the  super¬ 
vision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

2880.  Adulteration  and  mishrauding'  of  spray  egg  yolk.  U..  S.  v.  4  Ca.ses,  5  Cases, 

and  1  Case  of  Spray  Hen  Egg  Yolk.  Coij.sesit  decree  of  eoiidemiiation. 
Product  ordered  released  under  hond  to  be  relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  4948 
to  4950,  iiici.  Sample  Nos.  69065-E  to  69067-E,  incl.) 

On  June  20,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  New 
York  filed  libels  against  10  cases  of  spray  egg  yolk  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging 
that  on  or  about  June  15  and  December  4,  1939,  and  July  29,  194(),  a  shipment  of 
spray  dried  egg  yolk  had  been  imported  from  China  and  that  subsequently  a 
number  of  cases  contained  in  this  shipment  had  been  sold  to  Rogol  Distributors, 
Inc.,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  and  that  Rogol  Distributors,  Inc.,  thereafter  sold  the  article 
after  having  adulterated  it  with  a  commercial  preparation  of  soybean  flour  with 
added  carotin. 

The  libels  alleged  that  the  article  was  adulterated  (1)  in  that  a  substance, 
spray  egg  yolk  containing  soybean  Hour  with  added  carotin,  had  been  substituted 
wholly  or  in  inirt  for  spray  hen  egg  yolk,  which  it  rnirported  to  be;  and  (2)  in 
that  soybean  flour  with  added  carotin  had  been  added  thereto  or  mixed  or  packed 
therewith  so  as  to  reduce  its  quality  or  strength. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  name  “Spray  Hen  Egg  Yolk” 
was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  spray  dried  egg  yolk  containing  soybean 
flour  with  added  carotin;  (2)  in  that  it  was  offered  for  sale  under  the  name  of 
another  food;  and  (3)  in  that  it  was  fabricated  from  two  or  more  ingredients 
a.nd  its  label  failed  to  bear  the  common  or  usual  name  of  each  ingredient. 

On  October  10,  1911,  the  cases  having  been  consolidated  and  Rogol  Distribu¬ 
tors,  Inc.,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libels,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned 
that,  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  it  be  reproc¬ 
essed  by  the  addition  of  10  percent  of  cocoa  so  that  it  could  not  be  sold  as  spray 
hen  egg  yolk  but  solely  as  a  mixture  of  hen  egg  yolk,  soybean  flour,  and  cocoa,  and 
that  it  be  relabeled  so  as  to  comply  with  the  law. 

FISHERIES  PRODUCTS 

FROZEN  FISH 

Nos.  2881  to  2891  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  frozen  fish  that  was 
in  whole  or  in  part  decomposed. 

2881.  Adulteration  of  frozen  eodlisli.  U.  S.  v.  42  Iloxe.s  of  Cod  Fillets.  Default 

deeree  of  eondenination  and  destruetion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5388.  Sample  Nos. 
54142-E,  54144-E.) 

On  August  16,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  42  boxes  of  frozen  codfish  at  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  cominei’ce  on  or  about 
August  7,  1941,  by  Cape  Fish  Co.  from  Boston,  Mass.;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Cod  on  Fillets  *  *  *  15  lbs.  *  *  Spray 
Blown  Frosted  Tenderloins  of  the  Sea.” 

On  September  8,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 
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2SS2.  Adulteration  of  frozen  codfish  and  frozen  perch.  U.  S.  v,  496  Boxes  of  Cod 
Fillets  and  10  Boxes  of  Perch  Fillets.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation 
and  destruction;  codfish  subseciuently  orderetl  released  under  bond. 

(P.  D.  C.  Nos.  5432,  5584.  Sample  Nos.  44000-E,  66033-E.) 

Examination  of  samples  of  these  products  showed  that  the  codfish  was  in 
part  decomposed  and  that  the  iierch  was  infested  with  parasites. 

On  August  22  and  30,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  District  of 
Nebraska  and  the  Northern  District  of  Illinois  filed  libels  against  496  15-pound 
boxes  of  cod  fillets  at  Omaha,  Nebr.,  and  19  10-pound  boxes  of  perch  at  Chicago, 
Ill.,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  August  5  and  12,  1941,  by  Slade  Gorton  Co.  from  Gloucester  and  Boston, 
Mass. ;  and  charging  that  they  were  adulterated  in  that  the  perch  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance,  and  in  that  the  codfish  consisted  in  whole 
or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  articles  were  labeled  in  part :  “Cod 
Frosted  Tastycuts  Fillets” ;  or  “T.  &  J.  Busalacchi,  Inc.  *  *  *  Red  Perch 

Fillets.” 

On  October  28  and  30,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  con¬ 
demnation  were  entered  and  the  products  were  ordered  destroyed.  On  Decem¬ 
ber  15,  1941,  the  Eastern  Seafood  Co.,  Boston,  Mass.,  having  subsequently  ap¬ 
peared  as  claimant  for  the  codfish,  the  court  ordered  it  delivered  to  the  claimant 
under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  brought  into  compliance  with  the  law  under 
the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 


2883.  Adulteration  of  frozen  fiisla.  U.  S.  v.  1.3t  Boxes  and  334  Boxes  of  Haddoek 
Fillets.  Consent  deeree  of  eondemnation.  Produet  releaseil  under 
bond  for  reconditioning'.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5593.  Sample  Nos.  508(30-E, 
50S62-E.) 


On  August  30,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Maryland 
filed  a  liliel  against  465  boxes  of  haddock  fillets  at  Baltimore,  IMd.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  August  19, 
1941,  by  J.  J.  Scoggins  &  Co.  from  Chelsea,  Mass. ;  charging  that  it  was  adulter¬ 
ated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Small  Fladdock  Fillets  *  *  *  Packed  by  Collins- 
Lee  Co.  Chelsea,  Mass.” 

On  November  11,  1941,  the  Collins-Lee  Co.,  Chelsea,  IMass.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entereu 
and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  should 
not  be  disposed  of  until  made  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of  the  law  under 
the  supervision  of  the  Pood  and  Drug  Administration.  It  was  sorted  and  the 
unfit  portion  destroyed. 


2884.  Atlulteratiou  of  frozen  baddock.  F.  S.  v.  348  Boxes  of  Haddock  Fillets 

(and  2  other  seizures  of  haddock  fillets).  Consent  decrees  of  condemna¬ 
tion.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  for  salvaging  good  portion. 
(F.  D.  C.  Nos.  5594,  5659,  7347.  Sample  Nos.  620S4-E,  62091-E,  C)2281-E, 
87557-E.) 

On  August  30  and  September  15,  1941,  and  April  15,  1942,  the  United  States  at¬ 
torneys  for  the  Northern  District  of  Illinois  and  the  District  of  Maryland  filed 
libels  against  650  boxes  of  haddock  fillets  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  93  boxes  at  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.  (libel  filed  August  30,  1941,  subsequently  amended),  alleging  that  the 
article  bad  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or 
about  August  12,  1941,  to  on  or  about  April  7,  1942,  by  Standard  Fish  Co.  from 
Boston,  Mass. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole 
or  in  pjirt  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Haddock 
Fillets  *  *  *  Standard  Brand.” 

On  October  22,  J9I1,  and  IMay  11,  1942,  the  Standard  Fish  Co.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libels,  judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered 
and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  sorted 
and  tlie  good  portion  salvaged  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug- 
Administration. 

2885.  Aciultcmtfon  of  frozen  buf5«lock  fillcf.s.  TP  8.  v,  1,079  Boxes  of  Fillets. 

C«n.seut  fflecrec  of  coasdesuiuitiou.  Portion  of  profluet  ordered  released 
uni'ondilioiially ;  rerijaiudev  ortlercd  rctcu;  eti  under  bond  to  be  salvaged. 
(F.  D.  C.  No.  5585.  Sample  Nos.  429G7-E,  425:G9-E,  42970-E.) 

On  August  28,  1941,  the  United  Spates  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Pennsylvania  fih  d  a  iliel  a.gainst  1  070  boxes  of  haddock  fillets  at  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  alleging  that  iIk'  article  had  been  shippcM  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  August  7,  1941,  by  Frank  Kiisworili  (Jo.  from  Boston,  IMass. ;  and  charging 
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that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  i^art  of  a  decomposed 
substance.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Sm.  Hadd  Fillets,  F.  J.  O’Hara  &  Sons 
Inc.” 

On  September  11,  1941,  F.  J.  O’FIara  &  Sons,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  appeared 
and  averred  that  a  portion  of  the  jiroduct  was  not  bad  and  having  admitted 
all  other  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and 
it  was  ordered  that  367  boxes  be  released  immediately  as  not  bad  and  that  the 
remainder  be  released  under  bond  for  segregation  and  salvaging  of  the  good 
portion. 

2S86.  Adulteration  of  frozen  per<*h  and  frozen  Iiaddoek.  U.  S.  v.  IPO  Boxes  of 
Frozen  Pereh  (and  2  other  seizure  actions  against  frozen  ti.sSa).  flefanit 
decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  iF.  D.  C.  Nos.  5617,  6079,  7322. 
Samples  Nos.  29639-E,  04556-E,  79109-E.) 

Examination  of  samples  of  these  products  showed  that  the  haddock  and  a 
portion  of  the  perch  were  in  whole  or  in  part  decomposed,  and  that  the  remainder 
of  the  perch  was  infested  with  parasites. 

On  September  5  and  October  24,  1941,  and  April  10,  1942,  the  United  States 
attorneys  for  the  Southern  and  Northern  Districts  of  Ohio  and  the  Western 
District  of  New  York  filed  libels^  against  100  10-pound  boxes  of  frozen  perch 
at  Cincinnati  and  30  10-pouiid  boxes  of  frozen  haddock  at  Akron,  Ohio,  and 
37  10-pound  boxes  of  frozen  perch  at  Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  articles 
had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  August  21  and  September  22, 
1941,  and  April  2,  1942,  by  New  England  Fillet  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Boston,  Mass. ;  and 
charging  that  they  were  adulterated  in  that  a  portion  of  the  perch  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance,  and  in  that  the  haddock  and  the  remainder 
of  the  perch  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  decomposed  substances.  The 
articles  were  labeled  in  part :  “Ocean  Perch  *  *  *  Ghnicester  Seafoods 

Corp.” ;  “Small  Haddock  *  *  *  Crest  Brand” ;  or  “Sea  Crest  Brand 

Fish  Frosted  Fillets  [rubber  stamped  “Ocean  Perch”].” 

On  October  1  and  November  26,  1941,  and  May  11,  19-12,  no  claimant  having- 
appeared,  judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  products  were 
ordered  destroyed. 

2887.  Adulteration  of  frozen  pereli.  U.  S.  v.  f)0  Boxes  of  Frozen  Perch.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  5459.  Sample  No. 
37085-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  disclosed  the  presence  of  parasites  as  well  as 
of  decomposition. 

On  August  30,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  North  Carolina  filed  a  libel  against  90  10-pound  boxes  of  frozen  perch  at  Char¬ 
lotte,  N.  C.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on 
or  about  August  9,  1941,  by  Baxter  &  Kerr,  Inc.,  from  Gloucester,  Mass. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  and  decomposed  substance. 

On  December  4,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  w’as  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

2888.  Adulterution  of  polluciv  fillets.  U.  S.  v.  1,000  Boxes  of  Fillets.  Con.sent 

decree  of  coudemnatiou.  ProcJuct  released  under  hond  for  separation 
and  salvage  of  fit  portion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  4993.  Sample  No.  42573-E.) 

On  June  25,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  1,000  boxes  of  pollack  fillets  at  Johnstown,  Pa., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
June  2,  1941,  by  Portland  Fish  Co.  from  Portland,  aiaine ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  subsiance. 

On  August  14,  1941,  Portland  Fish  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allega¬ 
tions  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  i)roduct  was 
ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  salvaged  under  the  Guper- 
vision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  by  salting  the  good  portion  and 
disposing  of  the  remainder  for  animal  food. 

2889.  Aclulteratiun  of  frozen  whiting.  U.  S.  v.  194  Boxes  of  Frozen  Fisls.  De¬ 

fault  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5588.  Sam¬ 
ple  No.  49717-E.) 

On  August  29,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Louisiana  filed  a  libel  against  194  boxes  of  frozen  whiting  at  Nev/  Orleans,  La., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
July  22,  1941,  by  Atlantic  Coast  Fisherie-s  from  Gloucester,  Mass. ;  ard  charging 
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that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  paid  of  a  decomposed 
substance. 

On  October  27,  1941,  no  clahnant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


2890. 


Atlsiitcration  of  frozen  llsli.  I’.  S.  v.  132  Boxes  of  Rctl  Pereli  Fillets  (and 
2  otlier  seiztire.s  of  frozen  lisii).  Defasail  decrees  of  eondeiiination  ami 
destruetlor..  (P.  1).  C.  Nos.  54.31.  5926.  6030.  Sample  Nos.  29629-E,  43998-E, 


7402.3--E.) 


On  August  22,  September  30,  and  November  17,  1941,  the  United  States  attor¬ 
neys  for  the  District  of  Nebraska,  Northern  District  of  Ohio,  and  Northern 
District  of  New  York  iiled  libels  agaiirst  132  10-pound  boxes  of  red  perch  fillets 
at  Omaha,  Nebr.,  29  10-pound  boxes  of  frozen  haddock  at  Utica,  N.  Y^.,  and  1,304 
boxes  of  frozen  whiting  at  Cleveland,  Ohio,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been 
shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  August  0,  September  IS,  and  October 
6,  1941,  by  Booth  Fisheries  Corporation  or  Booth  Fisheries,  Inc.,  from  Boston  and 
Provincetown,  IMass. ;  and  charging  that  they  were  adulterated  in  that  they 
co?isisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  decomposed  suhstances. 

On  October  30  and  November  27,  1941,  and  January  13,  1942,  no  claimant  hav¬ 
ing  appeared,  jud.gments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  products  were 
ordered  destroyed. 


2891.  Ad?iIteratiosi  of  frozen  pereli.  U.  S.  v.  200  Boxe.s  of  Oeean  Pereli  Fillets. 

Default  ileeree  of  comieinnatiou  ami  ilestriietion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5621. 

Sample  No.  59606-E.) 

On  September  5,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Sou!  hern  District  of 
West  Virginia  filed  a  libel  against  200  10-pound  boxes  of  frozen  perch  at  Hunting- 
ton,  W.  Va.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on 
or  about  August  18,  1941,  by  the  Great  A.  &  P.  Tea  Co.  from  Boston,  Mass. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a 
decomposed  substance.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  “Fresh  Ocean  Perch  Frosted 
Packed  by  Gorton-Pew  Fisheries  Co.  Ltd.  Gloucester,  Mass.” 

On  October  2,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed.  On  October  15,  1941,  the 
decree  of  October  2  was  amended  to  provide  for  delivery  of  the  product  to  a 
local  hospital  for  use  as  fertilizer. 

OYSTERS 


Nos.  2802  to  289v5  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  oysters  that  contained 
added  waitei-. 

2892.  Adnltoratioii  of  oyster.s.  IT.  §.  v.  S.*?  Pisits  of  Oysters.  Default  deeree  of 

eomlemssation  aaid  destruction.  (P.  I).  C.  No.  6297.  Sample  No.  42798— E.) 

On  November  20,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  85  pints  of  oysters  at  Du  Bois,  Pa.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  November  18,  1941,  by  Miles  Oyster  Co. 
from  Crisfield,  Md. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated.  It  was  labeled  in 
part :  “Quality  Brand  Oysters.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  water  had  been  substituted 
in  part  for  it ;  and  in  that  water  had  been  added  thereto  or  mixed  or  packed 
therewith  so  as  to  increase  its  bulk  or  weight  and  reduce  its  quality. 

On  December  11,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

2893.  Adulteration  of  oysters.  U.  S.  v.  103  Bints,  212  Pints,  290  Pints,  140  Pints, 

a.mJ  10."5  Pints  of  Oysters.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruc¬ 
tion.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos.  6267,  6.785.  Sample  Nos.  64391-E  to  64393-E,  incl.. 

87240-E  to  87243-E.  incl.) 

On  November  21  and  December  23,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the 
Southern  District  of  West  Virginia  and  the  Northern  District  of  Ohio  filed  libels 
against  745  pints  of  oysters  at  (.Charleston.  W.  Va.,  and  165  pints  of  oysters  at 
Youngstown,  Ohio,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  November 
15  and  16  and  December  15  and  17,  1941,  by  W.  E.  Riggin  &  Co.  from  Crisfield  and 
Princess  Anne,  Md, ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  water  had  been  substituted 
wholly  or  in  part  therefor;  and  in  that  water  had  been  added  thereto  or  mixed 
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or  packed  therewith  so  as  to  increase  its  bulk  or  weight,  reduce  its  quality  or 
strength,  or  make  it  appear  better  or  of  greater  value  than  it  v/as. 

On  November  29,  1941,  and  January  21,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared, 
judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

28J)4.  Afliilteratioii  of  oysters.  U.  S.  v.  84  Pints  of  Oysters.  i3efault  decree  of 
eontlemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6266.  Sample  No.  87238— F.) 

On  November  21,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  West  Virginia  tiled  a  libel  against  84  pints  of  oysters  at  Charleston,  W.  Va., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
November  15,  1941,  by  W.  E.  Ward  Oyster  Co.  from  Crisfield,  Md. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  water  had  been  substituted 
wholly  or  in  part  for  it ;  and  in  that  water  had  been  added  thereto  or  mixed 
or  packed  therewdth.so  as  to  increase  its  bulk  or  weight,  reduce  its  quality  or 
strength,  or  make  it  appear  better  or  of  greater  value  than  it  was. 

On  November  29,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

2895.  AdiBlfei'atioii  of  oysters.  IT.  S.  v.  29(>  Pints  of  Oysters.  Default  decree  of 
coEidemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6270.  Sample  No.  64736-E.) 

On  November  21,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  IVestern  District 
of  Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  29G  pints  of  oysters  at  Erie,  Pa.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  November 
17,  1941,  by  the  J.  IT.  White  Co.  from  Baltimore,  Md. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “De  Luxe  Brand  Salt  Water 
Oysters.” 

It  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  water  had  been  substituted  wholly  or  in 
part  therefor;  and  in  that  water  had  been  added  thereto  or  mixed  or  packed 
therewith  so  as  to  increase  its  bulk  or  weight,  reduce  its  quality  or  strength,  or 
make  it  appear  better  or  of  greater  value  than  it  was. 

On  December  IG,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

MISCELLANEOUS 

289G.  Adulteration  of  canned  fisli  balls.  IT.  S.  v.  100  Cases  ©f  Canned  Fisli  Balls. 

Default  decree  of  eondemnation  ancl  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5995. 
Sample  No.  58930— E.) 

This  product  was  decomposed. 

On  October  8,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Minnesota 
filed  a  libel  against  ICO  cases  of  canned  fish  balls  at  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  May  31, 
1941,  by  O’af  TIertzwig  Trading  Co.,  Inc.,  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed 
substance.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  (Cans)  “Iceland  Brand  Fish-Balls  in  Bouillon 
Packed  by  Union  of  Icelandic  Fish  Producers.  Reykjavik,  Iceland.” 

On  December  3,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


2897.  Adulteration  of  salt  eod  bits.  U.  S.  v,  30  Cases  and  19  Cartons  of  Cod 
Bits.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destructiosi.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos. 
4718,  4722.  Sample  Nos.  31329-E,  42722-E.) 

This  product  was  contaminated  with  rodent  hairs  and  nondescript  dirt. 

On  May  7  and  8,  1941,  tlie  United  States  attorneys  for  the  IVestern  Districts 
of  New  York  and  of  iMichigan  filed  libels  against  30  20-pound  cases  of  salt  cod 
bits  at  Buffalo,  N.  Y.,  and  19  10-pound  cartons  of  salt  cod  bits  at  Grand  R;ipids, 
Mich.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in.  interstate  commerce  within 
the  period  from  on  or  about  March  22  to  on  or  about  April  19,  1941,  by  the 
Great  Atlantic  &  Pacific  Tea  Co.  from  Boston,  Mass. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance,  and 
in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have 
become  contaminated  with  filth.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  “Cod  Bits  Packed  by 
Collins-Lee  Co.” 

On  June  13  and  16,  1911,  no  claimant  having  appeale  d,  judgments  of  condemna¬ 
tion  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  d(  stroyed. 
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i289S.  Adulteration  of  smoked  lisli.  U.  S.  v.  12  Boxes  of  Kippered  Herring  and 
12  Boxes  of  Finsiian  lladdies.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  de¬ 
struction.'  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5(512.  Sample  Nos.  59020-E,  59021-E.) 

Examiluition  of  these  products  showed  the  presence  of  decomposed  and  mag- 
gotty  fish. 

On  September  9,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Virginia  filed  a  libel  against  24  boxes  of  smoked  fish  at  Norfolk,  Va.,  alleging 
that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  August 
16,  1941,  by  Collins-Lee  Co.  from  Chelsea,  Mass.;  and  charging  that  they  were 
adulterated  in  that  they  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  filthy  and  decomposed 
substa.nces.  The  articles  were  labeled  in  loart :  “Walrus  Brand  Kippered  Her¬ 
ring”  ;  and  “Finnan  Haddies.” 

On  October  S,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 

was  entered  and  the  piroducts  were  ordered  destroyed. 

» 

FRUITS  AND  VEGETABLES 

FRESH  FRUITS 

Nos.  2809  to  2904  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  apples  that  bore 
spray  residue  containing  arsenic  and/or  lead. 

2800.  AduHeration  of  apples.  U.  S.  v.  420  Bushels  of  Apples.  Consent  decree 
of  condemnation.  Produet  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  eleansed. 
(F.  D.  C.  No.  (3317.  Sample  No.  73249-E.) 

On  or  about  November  17,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of 
Kansas  filed  a  libel  against  420  bushels  of  apples  at  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  October  8, 
1941,  by  L.  G.  Browu  from  Griggsville,  Ill. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated 
in  that  it  c-oiitained  added  poisonous  or  deleterious  substances,  i.  e.,  arsenic  and 
lead,  which  might  have  rendered  it  injurious  to  health.  It  was  labeled  in  part : 
“Grown  and  I’acked  by  Roy  Biddle  &  Sons  Griggsville,  Ill.” 

On  December  9,  1941,  Michael,  Swanson  &  Brady  I’rodnce  Co.,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  con¬ 
demnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  rclea.sed  under  bond  to  be 
cleansed  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

2900.  Adulteration  of  apples.  U.  S.  v.  270  Bu.shels  of  Apples.  Consent  deerce 

of  eondemnatioii.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  for  removal  of 
deleterious  substances.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  (5221.  Sample  No.  715-14-E.) 

On  or  about  October  29,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Missouri  tiled  a  libel  against  370  bushels  of  apples  at  Hannibal,  Mo„  alleg¬ 
ing  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  October 
11,  1941,  by  T.  C.  Coffman  &  Son  from  Barry,  111.;  and  charging  that  it  vras  adul¬ 
terated  in  that  it  contained  added  poisonous  or  deleterious  substances,  i.  e.,  arsenic 
and  lead,  which  might  have  rendered  it  injurious  to  health. 

On  November  3,  1941,  the  claimant  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the 
libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released 
under  bond  conditioned  that  all  deleterious  substances  be  removed  therefrom 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

2901.  Adultei’atiuu  of  apple.s.  U.  S.  v.  Bji,sbels  of  Apples.  Con.sent  decree 

of  eondemnatiou.  Product  ordered  released  under  boud  for  removal  of 
delcteriou.s  .subsfauees.  (F.  D.  O'.  No.  6334.  Sample  No.  710G.5-E.) 

On  November  6,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Missouri  filed  a  libel  against  4.55  bnsiiels  of  apples  at  Hannibal,  Mo.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  September  24  and  October  8,  1941,  by 
Koeller  Orchard  from  New  Canton,  Ill. ;  and  charging  tliat  it  was  adulterated  in 
that  it  contained  added  poisonous  or  deleterious  substances,  i.  e.,  arsenic  and 
lead,  which  might  have  rendered  it  injurious  to  health. 

On  November  22,  1941,  the  claimant  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the 
libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  re¬ 
leased  under  bond  conditioned  that  all  deleterious  substances  be  removed  there¬ 
from  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administiatioii. 
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2902.  Adulteration  of  apples.  IT.  S.  v.  528  Slusiacis,  520  Husliels,  522  Ituslaels, 

and  51.5  Bushels  off  Apples.  Coiiseiit  decrees  of  eosideiaaaaation.  Produet 
ordered  released  under  hoaad  to  he  reeonjlitioiaed.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  0200,  G220, 
6318,  6319.  Sample  Nos.  71109-E,  TlllO-F,  73255-E,  73458-E.) 

On  October  31,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Iowa  filed  libels  against  1,048  bushels  of  apples  at  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  which  had 
been  consigned  by  the  Schaper  Products  Co.  from  Valley  City,  Ill.,  on  or  about 
October  15  and  16,  1941.  On  November  15,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for 
the  Western  District  of  Missouri  filed  libels  against  1,037  bushels  of  apples  at 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  September  17  and  20,  1941,  by  Schaper  Products  Co.  from 
Valley  City,  Ill. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  contained  added  poisonous 
or  deleterious  substances,  i.  e.,  arsenic  and  lead,  which  might  have  rendered  it 
injurious  to  health. 

On  November  19  and  25,  1941,  Schaper  Products  Co.,  claimant,  having  con¬ 
sented  to  the  entry  of  decrees,  judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned  by  cleansing  or 
peeling. 

2903.  Adulteration  of  apples.  U.  S.  v.  2,825  Crates  of  Apples  (and  10  other  seiz¬ 

ure  aetioiis  against  apples).  Decrees  of  condemnation.  Portion  of 
product  ordered  destroyed;  remainder  ordered  released  under  hoiid  for 
removal  of  deleterious  substances.  (E.  D.  C.  Nos.  6162  to  6165,  inch,  6331 
to  6333,  inch.  6335  to  6337,  inch.  6377.  Sample  Nos.  58174-E.  58175-E, 
71062-E.  71064-E,  71071-E  to  71073-E,  inch,  71521-E,  71526-E,  71527-E, 
71530-E,  73456-E.) 

On  or  about  October  29  and  November  4,  6,  15,  and  22,  1941,  the  United  States 
attorneys  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Missouri  and  the  District  of  Kansas  filed 
libels  against  4,107  crates  and  2,134  baskets  of  apples  at  Hannibal,  Mo.,  and  440 
bushels  of  apples  at  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
within  the  period  from  on  or  about  September  11  to  on  or  about  October  17,  1941, 
from  Payson  and  Fall  Creek,  Ill.,  by  Seymour  Orcliards,  except  one  shipment  In 
the  name  of  H.  M.  Seymour.  On  or  about  November  12,  1941,  the  United  States 
attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of  Iowa  filed  a  libel  against  24,000  pounds  of 
apples  at  Waterloo,  Iowa,  which  bad  been  shipped  by  the  Seymour  Orchards  on 
or  about  October  27,  1941. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  contained  added  poisonous 
or  deleterious  substances,  i.  e.,  arsenic  and  lead,  which  might  have  rendered  it 
injurious  to  health. 

On  December  2,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  apples  seized  at 
Waterloo,  Iowa,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was 
ordered  destroyed.  On  November  3  and  22  and  December  9,  1941,  the  claimants 
for  the  apples  seized  at  Hannibal,  Mo.,  and  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libels,  judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  all  deleterious  sub¬ 
stances  be  removed  therefrom  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration. 

2004.  Adulteration  of  apples.  IT.  S.  v.  50  Boxes  of  Apples.  Default  decree  of 
condemnation.  Product  ordered  delivered  to  eliaritaljle  institutions. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  6528.  Sample  No.  87264-E.) 

This  product  contained  an  excessive  amount  of  lead. 

On  December  4,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
West  Virginia  filed  a  libel  against  50  40-ponnd  boxes  of  apples  at  Charleston, 
W.  Va.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  Oi* 
about  November  6,  1941,  by  Stadelman  Fruit  Co.  from  Wenatchee,  Wash. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  contained  an  added  poisonous  or 
deleterious  substance,  namely,  lead,  which  might  have  rendered  it  injurious  to 
health.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Boxes)  “Ex.  Fancy  *  *  *  Koine 

Beauty  *  *  *  packed  by  B.  M.  C.  Fruit  Co.  Inc.  Wenatchee,  Washington 

StadelmaiTs  *  *  *  Extra  Fancy.” 

On  December  19,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivei*ed  to  charitable  institutions  on 
condition  that  the  apples  be  washed  and  cleaned  as  prescribed  by  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration. 
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2005.  Adulteration  of  blueherries.  IT.  S.  v.  4  Crates  of  Blueberries.  Default  de¬ 
cree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P,  D.  C.  No.  5371.  Sample  No. 
74298-E.) 

On  August  6,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  New 
York  filed  a  libel  against  4  crates,  each  containing  24  quarts,  of  blueberries  at. 
New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  August  3,  1941,  by  R.  Eldridge  from  Clarksburg,  N.  J. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy,  putrid,  or  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  unlabeled. 

On  September  10,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

2J)0(».  Adulteration  of  blueberries.  U.  S.  v.  71  Crates  of  Blueberries.  Default 
decree  of  condemiiation  and  destruetion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5373.  Sample  No. 
74301-E.) 

On  August  6,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  Y^ork  filed  a  libel  against  71  24-quart  crates  of  blueberries  at  New  York, 
N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  August  3,  1941,  by  Kostick  Bros.,  from  Hazleton,  Pa. ;  and  charging  that 
it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid, 
or  decomposed  vegetable  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Schuylkill 
County  Pennsylvania  Fancy  Blueherries  *  *  *  A-1.” 

On  September  10,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

2907.  Adultei’Jition  of  blueberries.  U.  S.  v.  G  Crates  of  Blueberries.  Default 
<leeree  of  eondemHatioii  and  destruetion.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  5372.  Sample  No. 
74300-E.) 

On  xYugust  6,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  6  crates,  each  containing  24  unlabeled  quart  baskets, 
of  blueberries  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  August  3,  1941,  by  John  Massarelli  from 
Hammonton,  N.  J. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  or  decomposed  vegetable  substance. 

On  September  10,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

FROZEN  STRAWBERRIES 

Nos.  2908  and  2909  report  actions  based  on  interstate  shipments  of  frozen 
strawberries  examination  of  which  disclosed  the  presence  of  moldy  berries. 

2008.  Adulteration  of  frozen  strawberries.  U.  S.  v.  R.  D.  Bodle  Co.  Plea  of 
i?uiity.  Fine,  $500  and  costs.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  5522.  Sample  Nos.  47416— E, 
47420-E.) 

On  January  7,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington  filed  an  information  against  R.  D.  Bodle  Co.,  a  corporation  at  Seattle, 
Wash.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  December  9,  1940',  from  the  State  of 
Washington  into  the  State  of  Illinois,  of  a  quantity  of  frozen  strawberries  that 
were  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  sub¬ 
stance.  The  article  wxas  labeled  in  part :  “Marshall  Strawberries.” 

On  January  7,  1942,  a  plea  of  guilty  having  been  entered  on  behalf  of  the 
defendant,  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $500  and  costs. 

2000.  Adulteration  of  frozen  straw'berries.  U.  S.  v.  10  Barrels  of  Frozen  Straw¬ 
berries.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruetion.  (P  D  C 

No.  5680.  Sample  No.  61534-E.)  ’  ' 

On  September  11,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  Washington  filed  a  libel  against  19  barrels  of  frozen  strawberries  at  Sumner, 
Wash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within 
the  period  from  on  or  about  May  30  to  on  or  about  June  14,  1941,  by  Washington 
Packers,  Inc.,  from  Rainier,  Greg. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that 
it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  It  was  labeled  in 
part:  “Dewkist  Brand  Strawberries  Straight  Unclassified.” 

On  r-ecember  15,  1941,  the  Washington  Packers,  Inc.,  having  appeared  as 
claimant,  the  court  granted  the  claimant’s  motion  for  a  bill  of  particulars.  How¬ 
ever,  on  January  26,  1942,  the  claimant  having  withdrawn  its  claim  and  having 
consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  destroyed. 
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CANNED  FRUITS  AND  VEGETABLES 

Nos.  29  10  to  2912  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  canned  blackberries 
examination  of  which  disclosed  the  presence  of  moldy  berries. 

3910.  Adulteration  of  eaiiiied  folaekberries.  U.  S.  v.  8.">  Cartoiss  of  Canned  lUaek- 
l»erries.  Kefauit  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 
6000.  Sample  No.  85718-E.) 

On  December  26,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Idaho  filed 
a  libel  against  85  cartons  of  canned  blackberries  at  Boise,  Idaho,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  October  '25,  1941,  by 
Nalley’s,  Inc.,  from  Tacoma,  Wash. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that 
it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part :  (Can)  “Spencerian  Brand  Blackberries  *  *  *  Spencer  Pack¬ 

ing  Co.  Lebanon,  Oregon.” 

On  January  22,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


2911.  Adulteration  of  canned  l}laekl?errie.s.  U.  S.  v.  8(1  Cases  and  436  Cases  of 
Canned  Blackljerries.  Portion  of  product  ordered  relea.sed  under  Loud 
for  segregation  and  destruction  of  unfit  berries;  remaining  lot  con- 
€lcn»ned  and  ordered  destroyed.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6153,  6713.  Samule  Nos. 
61458-E.  7337S-E.) 

On  or  about  November  5,  1941,  and  January  20,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys 
fcr  the  District  of  Idaho  and  the  Western  District  of  Missouri  filed  libels  against 
86  cases  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans  of  blackberries  at  Boise,  Idaho,  and  436 
cases  each  containing  6  No.  10'  cans  of  blackberries  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  September 
3  and  20,  1941,  by  Oiympia  Canning  Co.  from  Olympia,  Wash. ;  and  charging  that 
it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  sub¬ 
stance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Olympia  Blackberries  in  Water” ;  or 
“Idckwick  Distributed  by  Pickwick  Products,  Inc.  Kansas  City,  Mo.  Blackberries 
Water  Pack.” 


On  December  22,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  blackberries  at 
Boise,  judgment  of  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 
On  IMarch  23,  1942,  Olympia  Canning  Co.,  claimant  for  the  blackberries  at  Kansas 
City,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  was  entered  ordering 
that  the  product  be  released  under  bond  for  segregation  and  destruction  of  the 
unfit  portion. 


2912.  Aclulteratiuis  of  oasined  biaekberrics.  U.  s.  v.  48  Cases  of  Canned  Blaek- 
berries.  Default  decree  of  eondemnation  and  destruetioii.  (F.  D.  C. 
No.  6260.  SKinole  No.  53702-E.) 


On  November  24,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Califori  ia  filed  a  libel  against  48  cases,  each  containing  6  cans,  of  blackberries  at 
Long  Beach,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com- 
merte  on  or  about  August  31,  1941,  by  Western  Oregon  Packing  Corporation  from 
Corvallis,  f)rcg. ;  and  charging  th  at  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole 
or  in  part  of  a  deeeinposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans) 
“Heart  of  the  Valley  Brand  Blackberries  *  *  *  Net  Weight  6  Lb.  7  Oz.” 

On  December  22,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  oidered  destroyed. 


2913.  Adulteration  of  canned  ekcrries.  U.  S.  v.  30  Cases  of  Canned  Cherries. 

Consent  decree  of  forfeiture  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  5954.  Sample 
No.  61064-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  maggots. 

On  October  1,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Territory  of  Hawaii  filed 
a  libel  against  30'  cases,  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans,  of  cherries  at  Honolnln, 
T.  H.,  which  had  been  consigned  by  Pacific  Northwest  Canning  Co.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  September  10,  1941,  from  Puyallup, 
Wash. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  was  in  whole  or  in  part 
filthy,  putrid,  or  decomposed,  and  was  otherwise  nrfi  for  food.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part:  “Famous  Puyallup  Brand  Water  Pack  Pitted  Red  Sour  Cherries.” 

On  November  14.  1941,  the  claimant  having  admitt('d  the  allegations  of  the  libel, 
judgment  of  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 
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i2914.  Misbrasiding:  of  oasined  peaches.  U.  S.  v.  102  Cases  of  Canned  Peaches. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  released  under  bond  for  re- 
labelins-.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6149.  Sample  Nos.  37580-E,  37582-E.) 

This  product  was  substandard  because  of  lack  of  uniformity  in  size  and 
failure  to  trim  the  halves  so  as  to  preserve  normal  shape. 

On  or  about  November  5,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern 
District  of  Georgia  filed  a  libel  against  162  cases  of  canned  peaches  at  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  October  8,  1941,  by  Colonial  Stores,  liic.,  from  Greenville,  S.  C. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans) 
“Cedar  Rock  Brand  Yellow  Peeled  Freestone  Peaches  Halves  in  Water.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food 
for  which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided 
by  law,  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  in  that  the  weight  of  the  largest 
unit  in  the  container  was  more  than  twice  the  weight  of  the  smallest  unit 
therein,  and  all  of  the  units  were  not  trimmed  so  as  to  preserve  normal  shape, 
and  its  label  failed  to  bear,  in  such  manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify, 
a  statement  that  it  fell  below  such  standard. 

On  January  5,  1942,  J.  A.  Jones,  Easley,  S.  C.,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  relabeling  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Food. and  Drug  Administration. 

2915.  Misbranding'  of  canned  peaches.  IT.  S.  v.  398  Cases  of  Peaches.  Consent 

decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  for  re¬ 
labeling.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6150.  Sample  No.  71213-E.) 

This  product  was  substandard  in  quality  because  all  units  were  not  un¬ 
trimmed  or  so  trimmed  as  to  preserve  normal  shape. 

On  November  .5,  1911,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  Tennessee  filed  a  libel  against  398  cases  of  canned  peaches  at  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  August  18,  1941,  by  Nelson  Canning  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Springdale,  Ark. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans) 
“Nelson  Brand  Yellow  Halves  Freestone  Peaches  Packed  in  Heavy  Syrup.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food 
for  which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prcscril)ed  by  regulations  as  provided 
by  law  and  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  and  the  labels  on  the  cans 
failed  to  bear  in  such  manner  and  form  as  such  regulations  specify,  a  statement 
that  it  fell  below  such  standard. 

On  December  17,  1941,  Nelson  Canning  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  it  was 
ordered  that  the  product  be  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  relabeled 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  The  product 
was  relabeled  with  the  exception  of  the  109  cans  which  were  ordered  delivered 
to  charitable  institutions  on  April  18,  1942. 

2916.  Misbranding  of  eanne<l  peaelies.  tl.  s.  v.  134  Cases  and  698  Cases  of 

Canned  Pcaeiies.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  re¬ 
leased  nnder  bond  to  be  relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.’  No.  5886.  Sami)le  Nos. 
70102-E,  70103-E.) 

Both  lots  of  this  product  fell  below  the  standard  of  quality  for  canned  peaches 
because  the  halves  were  of  mixed  sizes  and  were  unevenly  trimmed.  One  lot 
also  exceeded  the  tolerance  for  blemishes,  and  the  other  lot  contained  units  that 
were  not  tender. 

On  September  30,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
North  Carolina  filed  a  libel  against  832  cases,  each  containing  24  cans,  of  peaches 
at  Charlotte,  N.  C.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about 
August  9,  12,  and  15,  1941,  by  Southern  State  Canning  Co.  from  Fort  Valley,  Gt. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  “Oak  Hill  [or 
“Pride  of  Georgia”]  *  *  *  Peaches.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for 
which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by 
law,  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  in  that  (both  brands)  the  weight 
of  the  largest  unit  in  the  container  was  more  than  twice  the  weight  of  the  smallest 
unit  therein  and  the  units  were  not  untrimmed  or  so  trimmed  as  to  preserve 
their  normal  shape,  (Oak  Hill  brand  only)  more  than  20  percent  of  the  units  in 
the  container  were  blemi.shed,  and  (Pride  of  Geoi'gia  brand  only)  some  units 
were  excessively  hard  when  tested  in  accordance  with  the  method  prescribed 
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ill  the  standard ;  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in  such  manner  and  form  as  the 
regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  below  such  standard. 

Oil  November  24,  1941,  Southern  State  Canning  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3917.  Mi.sbraiidijig  of  canned  peaches.  U.  S.  v.  397  Cases  and  100  Cases  of 

Canneil  Peaches.  Consent  decrees  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered 
released  upon  deposit  of  collateral.  (P,  D.  C.  Nos.  0340.  0341.  Sample 
No.  87234-E.) 

This  product  fell  below  the  standard  of  quality  for  canned  peaches  because  all 
of  the  peaches  were  not  tender,  they  were  of  mixed  sizes,  and  they  were  unevenly 
trimmed. 

On  December  4,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
West  Virginia  filed  libels  against  497  cases,  each  containing  24  cans,  of  peaches 
at  Charleston,  Beckley,  and  Oak  Hill,  W.  Va.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  on  or  about  October  16,  1941,  by  Ikenberry  Canning  Co.  from  Daleville, 
Va. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans) 
“Southern  Beauty  Brand  *  *  *  Peaches.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for 
wdiich  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by 
law,  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in  such 
manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  below  such 
standard. 

On  December  8,  1941,  Ikenberry  Canning  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libels,  judgments  were  entered  ordering  that  the  product  be 
released  upon  deposit  of  collateral  conditioned  that  it  be  relabeled  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 

3918.  Misl»randiaig  of  canned  peaches.  U.  S.  v.  338  Cases  of  Canned  Peaches. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond 
to  he  relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  No,  5997.  Sample  No.  11328-E.) 

This  product  fell  below  the  standard  of  quality  for  canned  peaches  because  the 
halves  were  smaller  than  the  minimum  size  prescribed  for  peach  halves  of 
standard  quality,  and  they  were  of  mixed  sizes  and  were  unevenly  trimmed. 

On  October  8,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Texas  filed  a  libel  against  338  cases,  each  containing  24  No.  2  cans,  of  peaches  at 
Houston,  Tex.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  August  27, 
1941,  by  Roberts  Bros.,  Inc.,  from  Americus,  Ga. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  “Oak  Grove  Brand  *  *  *  Peaches.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for 
which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by 
law,  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  in  that  (1)  the  weight  of  some  units 
was  less  than  %  ounce;  (2)  the  weight  of  the  largest  unit  in  the  container  was 
more  than  twice  the  weight  of  the  smallest  unit  therein;  and  (3)  all  units  were 
not  untrimmed  or  so  trimmed  as  to  preserve  their  normal  shape ;  and  its  label 
failed  to  bear  in  such  manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement 
that  it  fell  below  such  standard. 

On  December  8,  1941,  Roberts  Bros.,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration, 

3919.  Misbranding  of  canned  pears.  IT.  S.  v.  100  Cases  and  98  Cases  of  Canned 

Pears.  Consent  decrees  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released 
under  bond  to  be  relabeled.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos.  3532,  6047.  Sample  Nos.  32711— E, 
53632-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  substandard  because  the  weight  of 
the  largest  unit  in  the  container  was  more  than  twice  the  weight  of  the  smallest 
unit ;  more  than  20  percent  of  the  units  in  the  container  were  discolored ;  and  all 
units  were  not  untrimmed  or  so  trimmed  as  to  preserve  their  normal  shape. 

On  December  17,  1940,  and  October  24,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the 
District  of  Massachusetts  and  the  Eastern  District  of  Pennsylvania  filed  libels 
against  100  cases  each  containing  24  cans  of  pears  at  Boston,  Mass.,  and  98  cases 
each  containing  24  cans  of  pears  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  on  or  about  November  14,  1940,  and  September  30,  1941,  by  the 
Empire  Freight  Co.  from  Los  Angeles,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded 
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in  tliat  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for  which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  pre¬ 
scribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by  law,  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard 
and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in  such  manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a 
statement  that  it  fell  below  such  standard.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : 
(Cans)  “Golden  Plow  Brand  Whole  Peeled  Pears  in  Heavy  Syrup  *  *  * 

Packed  By  Pure  Foods  Corp.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.” 

On  January  30  and  November  17,  1941,  Pure  Foods  Corporation,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  having  appeared  as  claimant,  judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and 
the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  super¬ 
vision  of  the  Pood  and  Drug  Administration. 

2020.  Misbranding-  of  canned  corn.  U.  S.  v.  720  Ca.ses  of  Canned  Corn.  Consent 
decree  of  condemnation.  IProfluct  released  under  bond ’for  relabeling. 
(F.  D.  C.  No.  6242.  Sample  No.  74571-E.) 

This  product  was  not  of  Fancy  quality  because  it  was  too  mature. 

On  or  about  November  21,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of 
New  Jersey  tiled  a  libel  against  720  cases  of  canned  corn  at  Newark,  N.  J., 
alleging  that  the  article  tvas  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  October 
9,  1941,  by  the  Chippewa  Canning  Co.  from  Chippewa  Falls,  Wis. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Uco  Fancy 
Golden  Bantam  Whole  Kernel  Corn  *  *  *  Food  Corp.  Newark,  N.  j. 

Distributors.” 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  term  “Fancy”  was  false  and 
misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  not  of  Fancy  quality  because  it  was 
too  ma.ture. 

On  December  15,  1941,  the  Uco  Food  Corporation,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  Judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  relabeling  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Pood  and  Drug  Administration. 

2f>21.  Misbranding  of  canned  corn.  IT.  S.  v.  201  Ca.scs  of  Cisnned  Corn.  Consent 
decree  of  condemnation.  S*rod«ct  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled. 
(F.  D.  C.  No.  5269.  Sample  No.  62157-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  not  of  Grade  A  or  Fancy  quality, 
as  labeled. 

On  August  7,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois  filed  a  libel  (amended  October  31,  1941,  nunc  pro  tunc  as  of  August  7, 
1941)  against  201  cases  of  canned  corn  at  Chicago,  Ilk,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  April  19  and  24,  and  May  7 
and  14,  1941,  by  Columbia  Canning  Co.  from  Cambria,  Wis. ;  and  charging  that 
it  was  misbranded  in  that  the  terms  “Grac’e  A.”  “Fancy,”  and  “Its  All  Fancy 
Quality,”  ^yere  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  corn  of  Grade  B  quality.  It 
was  labeled  in  part :  “Grade  A  Kroger's  Country  Club  Quality  Brand  Fancy 
Who’e  Kernel  Yellow  Corn.” 

0]>  September  17,  1941,  Kroger  Grocer  &  Baking  Co.,  Chicago,  Ilk,  claimant, 
having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it 
be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

2922.  Mi.sbraudiiig  of  fanucil  eoru.  U.  S.  v.  999  Cases  of  Canucsl  Corn.  Consent 
decree  of  eondemnatfon.  Product  released  untler  bond  for  relabelins:. 
(P.  D.  C.  No.  6247.  Sample  No.  74570-E,) 

This  product  was  not  of  Fancy  quality  because  of  overmaturity  and  pasty, 
almost  dry  consistency,  of  the  kernels. 

On  or  about  November  21,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District 
of  New  Jersey  filed  a  libel  against  999  cases  of  canned  corn  at  Newark,  N.  J., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
October  24,  1941,  by  the  Empire  State  Canning  Co.  from  Stacy  Basin,  N.  Y. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  misbranded  in  that  the  term  “Fancy”  was  false  and  mis¬ 
leading  as  applied  to  corn  that  was  not  of  Fancy  quality.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part:  (Can)  “IVo  Our  Best  Grade  Fancy  Cream" Style  Golden  Sweet 
Corn  *  *  *  Uco  Food  Corp..  Newark,  N.  J.  Distributors.” 

On  .Tanuary  9,  1942,  the  I^co  Food  Corporation,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  relabeling  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
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2023.  MisbrantSingr  caiiiiecl  corn.  U.  S.  v.  100  Cases  of  Canaed  Corn.  Consent 
decree  of  eondeninatioii.  I'roduet  ordered  releawc«i  under  bond  to  be 
relabeled.  (F.  D,  C.  No.  6307.  Sample  No.  70133-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  not  of  Fancy  quality  because  it  was 
overmature. 


On  December  11,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Ohio  filed  a  libel  against  160'  cases,  each  containing  24  No.  2  cans,  of  corn  at 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  which  had  been  consigned  on  or  about  November  19,  1941, 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  by  Morgan- 
Adanis  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Cayuga,  Ind. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded  in  that 
the  term  “Fancy,”  appearing  on  the  label,  w’as  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to 
an  article  that  was  not  of  Fancy  quality  because  it  Avas  too  mature.  It  was 
labeled  in  part :  “Wabash  Gold  Fancy  Golden  Cross  Bantam  Corn.” 

On  December  23,  1941,  Morgan-Adams  Co.,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  cupervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration. 


2024.  Misbranding-  of  oasiiicd  peas.  IJ.  S.  v.  1,(>(>5  Cases  of  Canned  Peas.  Con¬ 

sent  deeree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to 
be  relabeled.  (F.  U.  C.  No.  6104.  Sample  No.  16882-E.) 

This  product  fell  below  the  standard  of  quality  for  canned  peas  because  of  the 
presence  of  excessive  pea  pods  and  other  harmless  extraneous  vegetable  material. 
It  also  fell  below  the  standard  for  fill  of  container. 

On  or  about  NoA^ember  4,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western 
District  of  Missouri  filed  a  libel  against  1,665  cases,  each  containing  24  No.  2  cans, 
of  peas  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or 
about  October  1,  1941,  by  Lapel  Canning  Co.  from  Lapel,  Ind. ;  and  charging  that 
it  Avas  misbranded.  It  AAaas  labeled  in  part:  “Lapel  Brand  Early  June  Peas.” 

The  article  aauis  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food 
for  which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided 
by  laAv,  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  and  its  label  failed  to  bear,  in  such 
manner  ar.d  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  beloAv  such 
standard;  and  (2)  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for  Avhich  a  standard  of  fill 
of'  container  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by  laAA%  but  it  .fell 
beloAv  the  standard  of  fill  of  container  applicable  thereto,  and  its  label  failed  to 
bear,  in  such  manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell 
beloAA"  such  standard. 

On  December  30,  1941,  Lapel  Canning  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allega¬ 
tions  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  Avas 
ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration. 

2025.  Mi.‘^5>rain!ing  of  canned  i>ea.s.  U.  S.  v.  200  Cases  and  (>3(>  Cases  of  Canned 

!*eas.  Consent  decrees  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  un¬ 
der  bond  to  be  relabeled.  (F.  U.  C.  Nos.  6509,  6510.  Sample  Nos.  79048— E, 
79050-E.) 

This  product  fell  t)eloAv  the  standard  of  quality  for  cjinned  peas  because  of 
excessive  mealiness,  as  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  the  alcohol-insoluble  solids 
Avere  more  than  23.5  percent,  and  they  AA^ere  not  labeled  to  indicate  that  they 
AAX're  of  substandard  quality. 

On  December  13  and  16,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  Eastern 
District  of  Kentucky  and  the  Southern  District  of  Ohio  filed  libels  against  636 
cases  each  containing  24  No.  2  cans  of  peas. at  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  which  had  been 
consigned  on  or  about  October  10  and  20,  1941,  and  299  cases  each  containing 
24  No.  2  cans  of  peas  at  Covington,  Ky.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
in  interstate  commerce  by  Morgan-Adams  Co.  from  Cayuga,  Ind.,  the  299  cases 
at  Covington  on  or  about  August  18,  1941;  and  charging  that  it  Avas  misbranded. 
It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Dai.sy  Brand  *  *  *  Early  June  Peas.” 

The  article  Avas  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for 
which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by 
laAv,  but  its  quality  fell  beloAv  such  standard  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in  such 
manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  beloAV  such 
standard. 

On  December  23,  1941,  and  January  14,  1942,  Morgan-Adams  Co.  having  ap¬ 
peared  as  claimant,  judgments  of  condemnation  Avere  entered  and  the  product 
Avas  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
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2020.  Misbranding’  of  canned  peas.  U.  S.  v.  800  Cases  of  Canned  Peas  (and  3 
other  seizure  actions  against  canned  peas).  Becrees  of  condemnation. 
Portion  of  product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled;  remain¬ 
der  ordered  delivered  to  charitable  institutions.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6082,  6126, 
7123,  7125.  Sample  Nos.  40770-E,  40869-E,  80173-E,  87468-E.) 

This  product  fell  below  the  standard  of  quality  for  canned  peas  because  of 
excessive  mealiness. 

Between  October  28,  1941,  and  April  3,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for 
the  District  of  New  Jersey,  Eastern  District  of  Pennsylvania,  Northern  District 
of  Ohio,  and  Southern  District  of  West  Virginia  tiled  libels  against  the  following 
quantities  of  canned  peas:  80G  cases  each  containing  24  No.  2  cans  at  Atlantic 
City,  N.  J. ;  348  cases  each  containing  24  No.  2  cans  at  Philadelphia,  Pa. ;  36  cases 
each  containing  24  No.  2  cans  at  Elyria,  Ohio ;  and  60  cases  each  containing  24 
No.  2  cans  at  Charleston,  W.  Va.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
within  the  period  from  on  or  about  July  11  to  on  or  about  December  3,  1941, 
by  Phillips  Packing  Co.  or  Phillips  Sales  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Newark,  Del.,  and  Cam¬ 
bridge,  Md. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part: 
(Cans)  “Choptank  [or  “Phillips  Delicious”]  Early  June  Peas.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  i)urported  to  be  a  food 
for  which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided 
by  law,  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  in  that  the  alcohol-insoluble 
solids  were  more  than  23.5  percent  and  its  label  did  not  bear  in  such  manner 
and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  below  such  standard. 

On  November  19  and  December  15,  1941,  Phillips  Packing  Co.  having  appeared 
as  claimant  for  the  seizures  at  Atlantic  City  and  Philadelphia,  judgments  of  con¬ 
demnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be 
relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  On  April 
17  and  May  21,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  seizures  at  Elyria 
and  Charleston,  judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  it  was  ordered 
that  the  labels  be  removed  and  the  pi-oduct  distributed  to  charitable  organi¬ 
zations. 

2927.  Adulteration  of  eanned  spinaeh.  TJ.  S.  v.  }>f)  Cases  of  Canned  Spinach. 

Default  de<’ree  of  condemnation  ami  destruction.  (F  D  C  No  5438 
Sample  No.  67062-E.) 

This  product  contained  insects  and  insect  fragments. 

On  August  26,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Tennessee  tiled  a  libel  against  9‘)  cases,  each  containing  24  tans,  of  spinach  at 
Memphis,  Term.,  alleging  that  (he  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  July  16,  1941,  by  Donelson  &  Poston  from  Barton,  Ark. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
decomposed  substance  which  rendered  it  unfit  for  food.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part:  “Wilson  Spinach  *  *  *  ^  2  Ozs.  Packed  by  Wilson  Company 

Barton  Arkaiusas.” 

On  December  31,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


TOMATOES  AND  TOMATO  PRODUCTS 

2928.  Adiilteiation  of  vanned  tomafoes.  tl.  S.  v.  203  Cases  of  Canned  Tomatoes. 

Default  deeree  of  eondemnation  and  destruetion.  (F  D  C  Nn  4210 
Sample  No.  60537-E.)  ‘  ’  ‘  • 

This  product  contained  decomposed  mateinal,  as  evidenced  by  the  presence  of 
mold. 

On  April  3,  1911,  the  United  States  attoiaiey  for  the  District  of  Montana  filed 
a  libel  against  203  cases,  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans,  of  tomatoes  at  Missoula, 
Mont.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commei'ce  on  or 
about  October  4  and  December  18,  1940,  by  H.  D.  Olson  from  Ogden,  Utah;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Craig’s  Perfection 
Brand  Tomato  in  Puree.” 

On  October  4,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  orderecl  (lestro,yed. 


2929. 


Mis9raiiEdir5;i-  «f  «>auue<l  tuiuatoes.  U,  S.  v.  .322  Cases  of  Canned  Tomatoe.s. 
Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  relea.sed  under  bond  for  re¬ 
labeling-.  (F.  1).  C.  No.  0175.  Sample  No.  S7J0:i-E.) 


This  product  was  sul)S(andard  in  quality  because  of  excessive  peel. 

On  November  5,  1911,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
filed  a  libel  against  322  cases  of  canned  tomatoes  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging 
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that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  October  9, 
1941,  by  J.  W.  Welch  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Downings,  Va. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  i3art :  (Cans)  “Evenripe  Brand 
Tomatoes.” 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for  which 
a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by  law, 
but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  because  the  peel  per  pound  of  tomatoes 
in  the  container  covered, an  area  of  more  than  1  square  inch,  and  its  label  failed 
to  bear,  in  such  manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that 
it  fell  below  such  standard. 

On  November  24,  1941,  J.  W.  Welch  Co.,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel  and  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree,  judgment 
of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond 
for  relabeling  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 


2930.  Misbraisdins’  of  oaniieci  tomatoes.  U.  S.  v.  997  Cases  of  Canned  Tomatoes. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond 
to  be  relabeled.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6048.  Sample  No.  79503-E.) 

This  product  was  substandard  because  of  the  presence  of  excessive  peel. 

On  October  21,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Ohio  tiled  a  libel  against  997  cases  of  canned  tomatoes  at  Columbus,  Ohio,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  September  11 
and  13,  1941,  by  the  Jaqua  Co.  from  Winchester,  Ind. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Jaqua  Hand  Packed  Tomatoes  Contents 
1  Lb.  12  Oz.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for 
which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by  law 
but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  because  the  peel  per  pound  of  tomatoes 
in  the  container  covered  more  than  1  square  inch  and  its  label  failed  to  bear, 
in  such  manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  below 
such  standard. 

On  or  about  November  24,  1941,  the  Jaqua  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  relabeled  under  the  super¬ 
vision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

2931.  Misbranding  of  fanned  tomatoes.  IT.  S.  v.  20  Cases  and  36  Cases  of  Canned 

Tomatoes.  Default  deerees.  Produet  ordered  delivered  to  eliaritable 
institutions.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos.  6183,  6644.  Sample  Nos.  42779— E.  48796— E.) 

This  product  fell  below  the  standard  of  quality  for  canned  tomatoes  because 
the  drained  weight  was  less  than  50'  percent  of  the  weight  of  the  water  required 
to  till  the  container. 

On  or  about  November  8,  1941,  and  January  7,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys 
for  the  Western  District  of  Pennsylvania  and  the  Southern  District  of  Florida 
tiled  libels  against  20  cases  each  containing  24  cans  of  tomatoes  at  Mount 
Pleasant,  Pa.,  and  36  cases  each  containing  24  cans  of  tomatoes  at  Miami,  Fla., 
alleging  tliat  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  September  3  and  October  7, 
1941,  by  the  H.  J.  McGrath  Co.  from  Baltimore,  Md. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “McGrath’s  Tomatoes  *  *  * 

McGrath’s  Champion  Brand,”  or  “Saint  Elmo  Brand  Tomatoes.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for 
which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by  law, 
but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  and  its  label  failed  to  bear,  in  such  manner 
and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  below  such  standard. 

On  December  11,  1941,  and  April  21,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judg¬ 
ments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to 
charitable  institutions  for  their  use  but  not  for  sale. 


2932.  3Ii.sl»randing  of  canned  tomatoes.  IT.  S.  v.  247  Cases  of  Canned  Tomatoes. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond 

to  be  relabeled.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6326.  Sample  No.  23236— E.) 

This  product  fell  below  the  standard  of  quality  for  canned  tomatoes  because 
the  drained  weight  was  less  than  50'  percent  of  the  weight  of  the  water  required 


to  fill  the  container. 

On  December  4,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon 
filed  a  libel  against  247  cases,  each  containing  24  cans,  of  tomatoes  at  Portland, 
Oreg.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  November  15,  1941. 
by  Walter  M.  Field  &  Co.  from  San  Francisco,  (’alif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
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misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  (Cans)  “Pheasant  Brand  Tomatoes  ♦  *  * 
Distributed  by  Wadliams  &  Company  Portland  Oregon.” 

The  article  -was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for 
which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by  law’, 
but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in  such  manner 
and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  below  such  standard. 

On  December  29,  1941,  Walter  M.  Field  &  Co.,  claimant,  having  consented  to 
the  entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  w^as  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

2i>S3.  Adulteration  of  tomato  puree.  IT.  S.  v.  OOG  Cases  of  Tomato  Puree.  Con¬ 
sent  deeree  of  eondemnation.  Prodnet  ordered  released  under  bond  for 
se.^Teg’ation  and  destruetion  of  unfit  portion.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  4994.  Sample 
No.  5S209-E.) 

Examination  showed  this  product  to  contain  decomposed  material,  as  evidenced 
by  the  presence  of  excessive  mold. 

On  June  25,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Minnesota  filed 
a  libel  against  9D6  cases  of  tomato  puree  at  Austin,  Minn.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  May  16,  1941,  by  Crampton 
Canneries,  Inc.,  from  Celina,  Ohio ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that 
it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  It  was  labeled  in  part; 
“Crampton  Canneries  Tomato  Puree.” 

On  September  17,  1941,  Crampton  Canneries,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  the  good  portion  be 
segregated  from  the  bad  under  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
On  December  15,  1941,  judgment  was  entered  ordering  the  return  of  the  fit  portiton 
to  the  shipper  and  destruction  of  the  remainder. 


2034.  Adulteration  of  tomato  puree  and  tomato  juiee.  U.  S.  v.  207  Cartons  of 
Tomato  Puree  and  800  Cartons  of  Tomato  Juiee.  Default  decrees  of 
edmdemnation  and  destruetion.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6044,  6089.  Sample  Nos. 
62288-E,  62289-E.) 


The  tomato  puree  contained  excessive  mold,  and  the  tomato  juice  was  under¬ 
going  progressive  decomposition. 

On  October  21  and  28,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Illinois  filed  libels  against  297  cartons  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans  of  tomato 
puree  and  800  cartons  each  containing  6  3-qnart  cans  of  tomato  juice  at  Chicago, 
Ill.,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
September  23  and  27,  1941,  by  Salamonie  Packing  Co.  from  Warren,  Ind, ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of 
decomposed  substances.  The  articles  were  labeled  in  part :  “Barco  Brand  Tomato 
Puree  *  *  *  Distributors  B.  A.  Railton  Co.  Chicago,  Ill.  Milwaukee,  Wis.” ; 
and  “Altman  Brand  Tomato  Juice  *  *  *  Distributed  by  Sprague,  Warner  & 
Company  Chicago,  Ill.” 

On  December  22,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  condemna¬ 
tion  were  entered  and  the  products  wTre  ordered  destroyed. 


2935.  Adulteration  of  tomato  juiee.  U.  S.  v.  248  Cases  of  Tomato  Juiee.  Con- 
.seiit  desTee  of  eondemnation  and  destruetion.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6280.  Sample 
No.  62298-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  decomposed  material,  as 
evidenced  by  the  presence  of  excessive  mold. 

On  November  26,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  248  cases,  each  containing  6  No.  10  unlabeled  cans,  of 
tomato  juice  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or 
about  October  20,  1941,  by  Indiana  Packing  Co.  from  Royal  Center,  Ind. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
decomposed  substance. 

On  December  29,  1941,  the  claimant  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree, 
judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

293G.  Misfiranclins*  of  tomato  juice.  U.  S.  v.  48  Cases  of  Tomato  Juice.  Default 
decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  5146.  Sample 
No.  .53400-E.) 

This  product  was  short  of  the  dechir(  d  volume. 

On  July  21,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Arizona  filed  a 
libel  against  48  cases,  each  containing  72  cans,  of  tomato  juice  at  Phoenix, 
Ariz..  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  June  2,  1941,  by 
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Val  Vita  Food  Products,  Inc.,  from  Fullerton,  Calif. ;  and  charglnsf  that  it  was 
misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Net  Contents  7Vi  Fid.  Ozs.  or 
.21438  Liters  [or  “7%  Ozs.  or  219.9  Grams”]  Val  Vita  Brand  Fancy  Tomato 
Juice  [or  “Spanish  Style  Tomato  Sauce”].” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  statements,  “Net 
Contents  7^/4  Fid.  Ozs.  or  .21438  Liters”  and  “Net  Contents  7%  Ozs.  or  219.9 
Grams  *  *  *  Spanish  Style  Tomato  Sauce,”  were  false  and  misleading  since 
the  cans  contained  less  than  those  amounts  of  tomato  juice;  and  (2)  in  that 
it  was  in  package  form  and  did  not  bear  an  accurate  statement  of  the  quantity 
of  the  contents. 

On  October  6,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


2i}37.  Adulteration  of  tomato  sauce  and  adulteration  and  inislbrandins'  of  tomato 
paste.  U.  S.  V.  81  Cases  of  Tomato  Caste  and  49  Cases  of  Tomato  Sauce 
(and  <J  other  seizure  actions  ag^ainst  tomato  paste).  Default  decrees  of 
condemnation.  Tomato  sauce  and  portion  of  tomato  paste  ordered  de¬ 
stroyed;  remainder  of  toniato  paste  ordered  distri5>uted  to  local  chari¬ 
table  agencies.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  4248,  4635,  4036,  4696,  4697,  4721,  4778.  Sam¬ 
ple  Nos.  22409-E,  22410-E,  22522-E,  22523-E,  22526-E,  22527-E,  22540-E, 
2254 1-E.) 


The  tomato  sauce  and  the  tomato  paste,  with  the  exception  of  one  lot,  were 
contaminated  with  worm  and  insect  fragments.  Portions  of  the  tomato  paste 
also  failed  to  conform  to  the  definition  and  standard  of  identity  for  tomato  paste 
in  that  they  contained  less  than  25  percent  of  salt-free  tomato  solids. 

Between  April  7  and  May  16,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  South¬ 
ern  District  of  New  York  and  the  Districts  of  Rhode  Island  and  Massachusetts 
filed  libels  against  49  cases,  each  containing  72  8-ounce  cans,  of  tomato  sauce  at 
New  York,  N.  Y.,  and  the  following  quantities  of  tomato  paste — 131  cases  each 
containing  100  6-ounce  cans  at  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  .598  cases  each  containing  100 
6-ounce  cans  at  Providence,  R.  I. ;  and  50  cases  each  containing  100  6-ounce  cans 
at  Boston  and  25  cases  each  containing  100  6-ounce  cans  at  New  Bedford,  Mass., 
alleging  that  the  articles  had  been  shipi)ed  by  the  Hollister  Canning  Co.  from 
Hollister  and  Oakland,  Calif.,  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  February  21 
to  on  or  about  March  30,  1941 ;  and  charging  that  the  tomato  sauce  and  portions 
of  the  tomato  paste  were  adulterated  and  that  portions  of  the  tomato  paste  were 
also  misbranded.  They  were  labeled  in  part:  “San  Benito  Brand  Naples  Style 
Tomato  Paste” ;  and  “Hollister  Brand  *  *  *  Spanish  Style  Tomato  Sauce.” 

The  tomato  paste,  with  the  exception  of  one  portion  (199  cases)  of  that  seized 
at  Providence,  and  the  tomato  sauce  were  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  they 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  filthy  substances. 

Portions  of  the  tomato  paste  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded  for  the  reasons 
appearing  above. 

Between  April  26  Jind  July  8,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  any  of  the 
products,  judgments  of  condemnation  were  entei’ed  and  the  tomato  sauce  and 
the  tomato  paste,  with  the  exception  of  the  portion  seized  at  Providence  that 
was  not  adulterated,  were  ordered  destroyed.  On  .Tune  13,  1941,  the  um’dulter- 
ated  portion  of  the  tomato  paste  was  ordered  distributed  to  local  charitable 
agencies. 


OTHER  FRUIT  AND  VEGETABLE  PRODUCTS 


*  2938.  Acl^slteiration  and  misbranding  of  preserves.  U.  S.  v.  20  Cases  of  Preserves. 

Defanlt  decree  off  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  1).  C.  No.  5112. 
Sample  No.  53904— E.) 


Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  deficient  in  fruit,  and  the  soluble 
solids  content  was  less  than  68  percent. 

On  July  21,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Arizona  filed 
a  libel  against  20  cases,  each  containing  12  2-pound  jars  of  strawberry  preserves 
at  Kingman,  Ariz.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  April  18,  1941,  by  Golden  West  Products  Co.  from  Los  Angeles, 
Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  It  was  labeled 
in  part :  “Bonnie  Brae  Brand  1‘ure  Strawberry  Pi-eserves.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  an  imitation  strawberry  pre¬ 
serve,  deficient  in  fruit  and  soluble  solids,  ha'i  been  substituted  wholly  or  in 
part  for  stravrberry  preserves. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbrande'^  (I)  in  tb'd  the  name  “Pure  Stravrliorry 
Preserves”  was  false  and  misleading  as  app’ied  to  an  article  that  was  deficient 
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in  fruit  and  soluble  solids;  (2)  in  that  it  was  an  imitation  of  another  food  and 
its  label  failed  to  bear  in  type  of  uniform  size  and  prominence  the  word  “imi¬ 
tation”  and  immediately  thereafter  the  name  of  the  food  imitated;  and  (3)  in 
that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for  which  a  definition  and  standard  of  identity 
had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by  law,  but  it  failed  to  conform 
to  such  definition  and  standard  since  it  was  deficient  in  fruit  and  soluble  solids. 

On  October  8,  1341,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

2939.  Adiilteratioii  asid  mislbrandins'  of  jams.  U.  S.  v.  273  Cases  and  310^4  Cases 

of  Jam.  Consent  deeree  of  e<>ndcmnation.  Products  ordered  released 
under  bond,  to  be  relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6281.  Sample  No.  38700— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  these  products  did  not  contain  one  of  the  fruit 
ingredients  required  by  the  standards  of  identity  for  apple-strawberry  and  apple- 
raspberry  jams,  immely,  apple;  and  it  also  failed  to  contain  the  proportion  of 
fruit  required  by  the  standard. 

On  November  29,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Minnesota 
filed  a  libel  against  273  cases  each  containing  12  cans  of  apple-strawberry  jam 
and  310M>  cases  each  containing  12  cans  of  apple-raspberry  jam  at  Minneapolis, 
Minn.,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  April  30,  August  14,  and  September  27,  1941,  by  Oelerich  &  Berry  Co.  from 
Chicago,  Ill. ;  and  charging  that  they  were  adulterated  and  misbranded.  They 
were  labeled  in  part:  “Barefoot  Boy  Apple-Strawberry  [or  “Apple-Raspberry”] 
Jam.” 

The  articles  were  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  an  imitation  strawberry 
jam  and  an  imitation  raspberry  jam  had  been  substituted  for  apple-strawberry 
jam  and  apple-rasplierry  jam,  respectively,  as  defined  in  the  definition  and  stand¬ 
ard  of  identity  for  apple-strawberry  jam  and  apple-raspberry  jam  prescribed  by 
regulations  as  provided  by  law. 

They  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  names  “Apple-Strawberry 
Jam”  and  “Apple-Iiaspberry  Jam”  were  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an 
article  that  did  not  contain  one  of  the  fruit  ingredients  required  by  the  definition 
and  standard,  namely,  apple;  (2)  in  that  each  was  offered  for  sale  under  the 
name  of  another  food;  (3)  in  that  they  were  imitations  of  other  foods,  i.  e., 
strawberry  jam  and  raspberry  jam,  as  defined  in  the  definition  and  standard,  and 
their  labels  failed  to  bear  in  type  of  uniform  size  and  prominence  the  word 
“imitation”  and  immediately  thereafter  the  name  of  the  food  imitated ;  and 
(4)  in  that  they  were  represented  to  be  apple-strawberry  jam  and  apple- 
raspberry  jam,  foods  for  which  a  definition  and  standard  of  identity  had  been 
prescribed,  and  they  failed  to  conform  to  such  standard,  since  they  contained 
less  than  45  parts  by  weight  of  the  fruit  ingredient  to  55  parts  by  weight  of  the 
saccharine  ingredient  (as  defined  in  the  standard),  and  since  the  weight  of  one 
of  the  foods  named,  i.  e.,  apple,  was  less  than  one-fifth  of  the  weight  of  the 
combination  of  fruits  named  in  such  foods. 

On  December  17,  1941,  Oelerich  &  Berry  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
material  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

2940.  Adulteration  of  strawberry  preserves.  U.  S.  v.  190  Cases  of  Strawberry 

I*reservcs.  Default  deeree  of  coiidenination  and  destruetion.  (F.  D.  C. 

No.  5998.  Sample  No.  61555-E.) 

EKamination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  moldy  berries. 

On  October  20,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  180'  cases  of  strawberry  preserves  at  New  York, 
N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  September  16,  1941,  by  the  Tea  Garden  Products  Co,  from  Seattle,  Wash. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Jars)  “Tea  Garden 
Strawberry  Preserves.” 

On  November  14,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
wms  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

2941.  Adulteration  of  dill  piekles.  IT.  S.  v.  .%0  Ilarrels  of  Dill  Piekles.  Consent 

deeree  of  eondeinnation.  Prodnet  orclered  released  under  bond  to  be 
reeonditioned.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6205.  Sample  No.  54255— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  rodent  hair  and  insect 
fragmeiils, 
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On  November  12,  1941,  tbe  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  50  barrels  of  dill  pickles  at  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  September  22,  1941,  by 
H.  M.  Field,  Inc.,  from  Denton,  Md. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in 
that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance,  and  in  that  it  had 
been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become 
contaminated  with  filth. 

On  December  22,  1941,  H.  M.  Field,  Inc.,  having  appeared  as  claimant,  judgment 
of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond 
to  be  reconditioned  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
The  pickles  were  removed  from  the  brine,  washed  thoroughly,  and  replaced  in  a 
brine  of  water  and  salt. 


2042.  Misljrainiiisg  of  soy  sauoe.  U.  S.  v.  25  Cases  of  Chinese  Soy  Saiiee.  Default 
tleeree  of  forfeiture  and  destruetion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5936.  Sample  No. 
608G7-E. ) 

This  product  was  short  of  the  declared  volume,  and  the  label  failed  to  bear  the 
required  ingredient  statement. 

On  October  6,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Idaho  hh  cl  a 
libel  against  25  cases,  each  containing  12  bottles,  of  Chinese  soy  sauce  at  Boise, 
Idaho,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  September  12,  1941,  by  Tsue  Chong  Co.  from  Seattle,  Wash. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Real  Chinese  Made  Rose  Brand 
Chinese  Soy  Sauce  *  *  *  Contents — 6  fluid  ounces.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  statement  “Contents — 
6  fluid  ounces”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  short 
volume;  (2)  in  that  it  was  in  package  form  and  failed  to  bear  a  label  containing 
an  accurate  statement  of  the  quantity  of  the  contents;  and  (3)  in  that  it  was 
fabricated  from  two  or  more  ingredients  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  the  common 
or  usual  name  of  each  ingredient. 

On  October  31,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  forfeiture  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


DRIED  FRUITS 

Nos.  2943  to  2948  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  dried  fruits  that 
were  iiisect-infested. 

2043.  Adultea'ation  of  dried  aprieot.s.  U.  S.  v.  200  and  200  Casses  of  Dried  Apri¬ 
cots.  Consent  decree  of  eomleinnatioii  and  destruetion.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 
5648.  Sample  Nos.  12923-E,  12924-E.) 

On  September  10',  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  400'  cases  of  dried  apricots  at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
August  13,  1941,  by  the  El  Solyo  Ranch  from  Vernalis,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that 
it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Westan  Brand  Full  Riiie  Apricots  [or  “Westan 
Orchard  Run  Northern  Apricots”]  Packed  By  West  Stanislaus  Whse.  Vernalis, 
Calif.” 

On  December  4,  1941,  the  claimants  having  withdi'awn  their  claim  and  halving 
consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  ami 
the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

2944.  Adulteration  of  dried  peaelses.  U.  S.  v.  279  Coxes  of  Peaches.  Default 
decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  IJ.  C.  No.  5403.  Sample  No. 
22928-E.) 

On  September  3,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Louisiana  filed  a  liliel  against  279  25-pound  boxes  of  dried  peaches  at  New  Orleans, 
La.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commei'ce  on  or  about 
August  11,  1941,  by  Richmond-Chase  Co.  from  Alameda,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that 
it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Dubon  Brand  Fancy  Recleaned  Peaches.” 

On  October  27,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment-of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

294.5.  Adulteration  of  dried  prunes.  II.  S.  v.  .50  Coxe.s  of  Dried  Prunes.  Default 
decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  ( F.  D.  No.  6278.  Sample 
No.  75668-E.) 

On  November  27,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Rhode 
Island  filed  a  libel  against  50  boxes  of  dried  primes  at  I’rovidence,  R.  I.,  alleging 
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that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  June  25, 
1C41,  by  Libby,  McNeill  &  Libby  from  Boston,  Mass. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part :  “25  Lbs.  Libby’s  California  Fruit  *  *  *  Prunes.” 

On  December  22,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


iJ046.  Adulteration  of  dried  primes.  U.  S.  v.  IS  Boxes  of  Dried  Prunes.  Default 
decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6254.  Sample  No. 
75Gr)0-E.) 

On  November  22,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  lihode 
Island  filed  a  libel  against  18  boxes  of  dried  prunes  at  Providence,  R.  I.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  October 
21,  1940,  by  the  Winchester  Dried  Fruit  Co.  from  San  Jose,  Calif. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy 
substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “  ‘Ferncrest’  Brand  Santa  Clara 
Prunes  Distributor  Cooper  &  Sissons  Inc.  Providence  R.  I.” 

On  December  22,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


3947.  Adulteration  of  raisins.  IT.  S.  v.  7  Cartons  and  85  Cartons  of  Raisins. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6031. 

Sample  Nos.  74536-E,  74537-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  that  it  was  moldy  as  well  as  insect- 
infested. 

On  or  about  October  23,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of 
New  Jersey  filed  a  libel  against  42  cartons  of  raisins  at  Newark,  N.  J.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  June  13, 
1941,  by  Consolidated  Packing  Co.  from  San  Francisco,  Calif. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  and 
decomposed  substance.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  “Honeybunch  Brand  Midget 
Thompson  Seedless  Raisins.” 

On  November  19,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


3948.  AdisSteratiou  of  raisins.  IT.  S.  v.  37  Boxes,  79  Boxc.s,  and  8.3  Loose  Carton.s 
of  Raisins  (and  1  other  seizure  action  as^ainst  raisins).  Default  decrees 
of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  3925  to  3930,  incl.  Sam¬ 
ple  Nos.  50655— E,  50656-E. ) 


Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  decomposed  as  well  as  insect- 
infested. 

On  IMarch  6,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Virginia  filed  libels  against  215  boxes  and  83  loose  cartons  of  raisins  at  Lynch¬ 
burg,  Va.,  and  93  boxes  of  raisins  at  Staunton,  Va.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  September  25,  1940,  by  El 
Mar  Packing  Co.  from  Stockton,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in 
that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  and  decomposed  substance.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Cal-Ray  Brand  Layer  Raisins”  or  “Bl-Mar  Brand 
Three  Crown  Malaga  Layer  Raisins.” 

On  June  2  and  October  27,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of 
condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


POULTRY 


3949.  Atlulteration  of  tlrcssed  turkeys.  IT.  8.  v.  1  Box  and  3  Boxes  of  Dre.ssed 
Tiirkeys.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D  C. 
No.  6671.  Sample  No.  62444-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  partly  decomposed  poultry. 

On  December  12,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  3  boxes  of  dressed  turkeys  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  November 
29,  1941,  from  Mason  City,  Iowa,  by  E.  C.  Morse;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  oi'  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 

On  December  22,  1941,  the  claimant  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree, 
judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 
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2})r>0.  Adulteration  of  dressed  turkeys.  U.  S.  v.  3  Barrels  of  Dressed  Turkeys. 

Consent  deeree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6531. 

Sample  No.  62440-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  decomposed  poultry. 

On  November  24,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  3  barrels  of  dressed  turkeys  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  alleg¬ 
ing  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  Novem¬ 
ber  7,  1941,  by  Pruitt  Produce  Co.  from  Ardmore,  Okla. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 

On  December  1,  1941,  the  consignee  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the 
libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered 
destroyed. 


NUTS  AND  NUT  PRODUCTS 


2951.  Adulteration  of  Brazil  nuts.  U.  S.  v.  9  Bag's  of  Brazil  Nuts.  Default  de¬ 
cree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  distributed  to  charitable  insti¬ 
tutions.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6392.  Sample  No.  87269-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  moldy  and  decomposed 
nuts. 

O’l  December  10,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  West  Vii’ginia  filed  a  libel  against  9  bags,  each  containing  100  pounds,  of 
Brazil  nuts  at  Charleston,  W.  Va.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in 
interstate  commerce  on  or  about  November  15,  1941,  by  W.  A.  Camp  C'o.,  Inc., 
from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  con¬ 
sisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  deconijiosed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in 
part ;  “TropicaJ  Brand  *  *  *  Brazils.” 

On  December  19,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  portion  that  was 
not  moldy  or  decomposed  and  was  fit  for  human  consumption  be  distributed  to 
charitable  institutions. 


29.52.  Adulteration  of  Brazil  iiut.s.  U.  S.  v.  19  Bag.s,  12  Bags,  and  46  Bags  of 
Brazil  Nuts.  Consent  decree  of  coudemuation.  Product  orderetl  re¬ 
leased  unrlcr  bond  for  segregation  and  destruction  of  unfit  portion. 
(F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6157,  6176,  6194.  Sample  Nos.  70150-E,  70157-E,  70158-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  disclosed  the  presence  of  moldy,  rancid,  wormy, 
decomposed,  or  empty  or  shriveled  nuts. 

On  November  5,  7,  and  12,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western 
District  of  North  Carolina  filed  libels  against  77  bags,  each  containing  100  pounds, 
of  Brazil  nuts  at  Charlotte,  N.  C.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on 
or  about  October  21,  1941,  by  Genei-al  Foods  Sales  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Hoboken, 
N.  J. ;  and  cliarging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  vrhoie  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  and/or  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : 
“Daisy  Brand  Natural  [or  “Britened  King  Cole  Brites  Junior”]  Brazil  Nuts.” 

On  December  5,  1941,  the  cases  having  been  consolidated  and  General  Foods 
Sales  Co.,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  deci-ee,  judgment  of 
condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  oi'dered  released  under  bond 
for  the  purpose  of  segregating  the  good  nuts  from  the  bad  and  destroying  the 
latter  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Di'ug  Administration. 


2953.  Adulteration  of  nuts.  U.  S.  v.  40  Baskets  of  Brazil  Nuts  (aud  5  otlier 
seizure  actions  against  nuts).  Default  deeree.s  of  eondenination  and 
de.sti'uctioii.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  63  47,  6148,  6251,  6275,  6289,  6367.  Sample  Nos. 
64361-E,  64368-E,  64387-E,  64610-E,  64615-E,  64640-E,  74886-E.  74892-E.) 

Examination  of  samples  of  these  products  showed  the  presence  of  moldy, 
wormy,  and  rancid  nuts. 

Between  November  5  and  December  G,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys  for 
the  Western  District  of  Pennsylvania  and  the  District  of  Connecticut  filed  libels 
against  136  4()-pound  boxes  of  Brazil  nuts  and  76  25-ponnd  boxes  of  mixed  nuts 
at  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  and  64  40-ponnd  baskets  and  32  30-pound  cases  of  Brazil  nuts 
at  New  Haven,  Conn.,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  October  31,  1940,  to  on  or  about 
October  15,  1941,  by  Graham  Co.,  Inc.,  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that 
they  were  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  filthy  and/or 
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decomposed  substances.  The  articles  were  labeled  in  part :  “Red  Bow  *  *  * 

Brazil  Nuts” ;  or  “Keystone  Fancy  Mixed  Nuts  Walnuts-Almonds-Brazils-Pecans- 
Filberts.” 

On  December  11  and  16,  1941,  and  January  16  and  April  29,  1942,  no  claimant 
having  appeared,  judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  products  were 
ordered  destroyed. 

2954.  Adulteration  of  Brazil  nuts.  U.  S.  v.  110  Bags  and  23  Bags  of  Brazil 

Nuts.  Decrees  of  condemnation.  Portion  of  product  ordered  released 
under  bond  for  segregation  and  destruction  of  unlit  portion;  remainder 
ordered  destroyed.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6228,  6522.  Sample  Nos.  74565-E, 
89001-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  moldy,  rancid,  and  de¬ 
composed  nuts. 

On  November  15  and  December  16,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the 
Southern  District  of  New  York  filed  libels  against  133  100-pound  bags  of  Brazil 
nuts  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  B.  Levy 
&  Co.  from  Manaos,  Brazil,  110  bags  having  arrived  at  New  York  on  April 
23, 1941,  and  23  bags  having  been  shipped  on  or  about  June  23,  1941 ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed 
substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Tropical  Beauties  *  *  * 

Brazils,”  or  “Amazon  Brand  Large  Washed  Brazil  Nuts.” 

On  December  10,  1941,  Win.  A.  Camp  Co.,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  claimant  for 
the  110  bags  of  Brazil  nuts,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judg¬ 
ment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under 
bond  conditioned  that  the  nuts  be  shelled  and  that  the  unfit  portion  be  segregated 
and  destroyed.  On  January  14,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  the  nuts,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was 
ordered  destroyed. 

2955.  Adulteration  of  peanuts.  U.  S.  v.  30  Bags  and  61  Bags  of  Shelled  Peanuts. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ortlered  released  untler  bond 
to  be  reconditioned.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6027.  Sample  No.  61779— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  insect-infested. 

On  October  14,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon 
filed  a  libel  against  91  bags  of  shelled  peanuts  at  Portland,  Oreg.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  April  5,  1941,  by  Suffolk  Peanut  Co.  from 
Suffolk,  Va. ;  and  charging  that  it  wms  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly 
or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 

On  October  28,  1941,  Royal  Nut  Manufacturing  Co.,  Portland,  Oreg.,  claimant, 
having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered 
and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  The  good  portion  w^as 
segregated  from  the  bad  and  the  latter  was  destroyed. 

2956.  Adulteration  of  pecans.  U.  S.  v.  280  Cartons  and  14,870  Pounds  of  Pecans. 

Consent  decrees  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond 
to  be  reconditioned.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6152,  6343.  Sample  Nos.  74562-E, 
74593-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  disclosed  the  presence  of  moldy,  rancid,  and/or 
decomposed  pecans. 

On  November  6  and  December  5,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the 
Southern  District  of  New  York  filed  libels  against  280  cartons  each  containing 
65  pounds,  and  14,870  pounds  of  pecans  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  September  22,  1941,  by  Southern  Pecan 
Shelling  Co.  from  San  Antonio,  Tex. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in 
that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  A  portion  of 
the  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cartons)  “Extra  Fancy  Texas  Pecans  Southern 
Belle  Pecans.” 

On  December  2  and  22,  1941,  Southern  Pecan  Shelling  Co.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libels,  judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered 
and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  such  reconditioning  to  consist 
of  cracking  out  the  nut  meats  and  sorting  the  edible  nut  meats  from  the  moldy 
and  rancid  pieces. 
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21)57.  Adulteration  and  inisbrandinj?  of  peanut  butter.  U.  S.  v.  33  Cases  and  18 
Cases  of  Peanut  iintter.  Rcfault  deoree  of  eondcmnation  and  destruc¬ 
tion.  .  (F.  D.  C.  No.  0140.  Sample  No.  T014o-E.) 

Both  lots  of  this  product  contained  dirt  and  insect  f  ragmen  Is  and  the  2-pound 
jars  were  short  of  the  declared  weight. 

On  November  19,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
North  Carolina  filed  a  libel  against  38  cases  each  containing  29  1-pound  jars  and 
24  cases  each  containing  12  2-pound  jars  of  peanut  butter  at  Taylorsville,  N.  C., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
September  9,  1941,  by  Jaxon  Foods,  Inc.,  from  Jacksonville,  Fla. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  and  that  a  portion  was  misbranded.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part:  (Jars)  “Eesmaid  Peanut  Butter.” 

All  of  the  article  v/as  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole 
or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 

The  2-pound  jars  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  “Net 
Wt.  2  Lb.”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  short 
weight ;  and  in  that  it  was  in  package  form  and  did  not  bear  a  label  containing 
an  accurate  statement  of  the  quaiirity  of  the  contents. 

On  December  12,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

OILS  AND  FATS 


2958.  Adulteration  and  misbrandingr  of  olive  oil.  TT.  S.  v.  12  Can.s  of  Olive  Oil. 

Default  «ieeree  of  eo'ndoEsiiiiatrou.  Prodiset  ordered  disstributed  to  efcari- 
table  in.'-ititutions.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  5061.  Sample  No.  75532— E.) 

Analysis  showed  that  this  product  consisted  essentially  of  cottonseed  oil  mixed 
will!  one  or  more  other  vegetable  oils,  and  containing  little,  if  any,  olive  oil. 

Oil  or  about  October  7,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of 
Connecticnt  filed  a  libel  against  12  gallon  cans  of  olive  oil  at  Pawcatuck,  Conn., 
alleging  that  ih^  article  had  been  shipped  in  June  or  July,  1941,  by  Columbus 


I. 


m 


aud  charging  that  it  was  adul- 
part:  “Superfine  Olive  Oil  A. 


Wholesale  Grocery  Co.  from  Providence,  R, 
terated  and  mi.- branded.  It  was  labeled 
Sasso  *  *  *  Brand.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  substance,  cottonseed  oil 
mixed  with  one  or  more  other  vegetable  oils,  containing  little,  if  any,  olive  oil, 
had  been  substituted  in  whole  or  in  part  for  olive  oil,  which  it  purported  to  be. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded:  (1)  In  that  the  following  statements,  (main 
panels]  “Sup.  rfine  Olive  Oil  *  *  *  Imported  Product  '''  *  *  Olio  d’Oliva 

Sopratfino  *  *  *  Prodotto  Importato,”  (side  panels)  “Pure  Olive  Oil  Im- 
irortcd  *  *  *  Olio  Puro  d’Oliva  Raccomandato  per  nso  medicinale,”  and  (top 
and  bottom)  “Puro  Olio  di  Oliva,”  were  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an 
article  that  consisted  (essentially  of  cottonseed  oil  mixed  with  one  or  more  other 
vegetable  oils  and  contained  little,  if  any,  olive  oil.  (2)  In  that  it  was  offered  for 
sale  under  the  name  of  another  food.  (3)  In  that  it  was  in  package  form  and 
failed  to  hear  a  label  containing  the  name  and  place  of  business  of  the  manu¬ 
facturer,  packer,  or  distributor.  (4)  In  that  it  was  fabricated  from  two  or  more 
ingredients  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  the  common  or  usual  name  of  .each 
ingredi(mt. 

On  December  20,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  distributed  to  charitable  institutions. 


2959.  Aflulteratiou  and  mivsbrandiug:  of  olive  oil.  IT.  S.  v.  10  Cases  of  Oil.  De¬ 
fault  deeree  of  eoudemnation  and  destruetion.  (F.  I).  (^.  No.  620:].  Sam¬ 
ple  No.  872.30-E.) 

This  product  consisted  essentially  of  cottonseed  oil,  containing  little,  if  any, 
olive  oil. 

On  November  28,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
West  Virginia  filed  a  libel  against  10  cases,  each  containing  24  quart  cans,  of  oil 
at  Charleston,  W.  Va.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipxied  on  or  about 
August  2,  1941,  by  Enrico  Fiorelli  Co.  from  Canton,  Ohio  ;  and  charging  tliat  it 
was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  “Conte  Savoia  Pure 
Olive  Oil.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  substance,  cottonseed  oil, 
containing  little,  if  any,  olive  oil,  had  been  substituted  w'.  oily  or  in  part  for  olive 
oil,  which  it  purporteci  to  be. 
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It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  following  statements  and 
designs  were  false  and  misleading,  (main  panels)  “Italian  Product  *  *  * 

Pure  Olive  Oil  Imported  *  *  *  Prodotto  Italiano  *  *  *  Puro  Olio 

d’Oliva  Importato  [design  of  olive  branches  and  gold  medals],”  and  (side  panels) 
“This  olive  oil  is  guaranteed  to  be  absolutely  pure  under  any  chemical  analysis — 
Excellent  for  table  use  for  cooking  and  medicinal  purposes  *  *  *  Quest’ 

Olio  d'Oliva  e  garantito  assolutamento  puro  sotto  qualsiasi  analisi  chimica — 
Eccellente  per  tavoia  per  cucina  e  per  uso  medicinale” ;  and  (2)  in  that  it  was 
offered  for  sale  under  the  name  of  anotheivfood. 

On  December  19,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

2f>({0.  AdJilteratimn  aiid  mis  bran  ding  of  olive  oil.  U.  S.  v.  80  Cans,  144  Cans, 
45  Cans,  and  i)  Cans  of  Olive  Oil.  Consent  deeree  of  eondemiuation. 
I'rodnet  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6071. 
Sample  Nos.  GG304-K  to  66307— E,  incl. ) 

This  product  consisted  essentially  of  cottonseed  oil  or  peanut  oil,  containing 
little  or  no  olive  oil. 

On  Oct()l)er  25,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  284  gallon  cans  of  olive  oil  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  September  7,  8,  and  24,  1941,  by 
Gary  Supply  Co.  from  Gary,  Ind. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and 
misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Seville  Brand  Selected  Olive  Oil,” 
or  “Lucca  Bra.nd  Pure  Olive  Oil.” 

The  article  was  .alleged  to  be  adulterated:  (Seville  brand  and  45  cans  of  Lucca 
brand)  in  that  a  substance,  cottonseed  oil  containing  little  or  no  olive  oil,  had 
been  substituted  in  whole  or  in  part  for  olive  oil,  whicli  it  purported  to  be;  and 
(Lucca  brand,  9  cans)  in  that  a  substance,  peanut  oil  containing  little  or  no 
olive  oil,  had  been  substituted  in  whole  or  in  part  for  olive  oil,  which  it  purported 
to  be. 

It  was  adeged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  following  statements  appearing 
in  the  labeling  were  false  and  misleading:  (Seville  brand,  main  panels)  “Selected 
Olive  Oil  Pure  Spanish  Olive  Oil  Imported  From  Spain,”  (side  panels)  “This  olive 
oil  is  highly  recommended  for  medicinal  and  all  table  uses  Esta  aceite  de  oliva 
esta  recommendado  para  uso  medicinal  lo  mesmo  que  para  el  uso  de  la  mesa  y  la 
cocina,”  and  (top)  “Seville  Olive  Oil  Co.  Seville,  Spain”;  and  (Lucca  brand,  main 
panels)  “Lucca  *  =!=  *  Pure  Olive  Oil  Lucca  Olive  (lil  Co.  Lucca  Italy,”  (side 

panels)  “Quest’  Olio  d’Oliva  lo  Garantisco  per  L’Assoluta  Purita  Sotto  Analisi 
Chimica  e  per  la  ITu  Squisita  Qualita,”  and  (top)  “Italy”;  and  (2)  in  that  it 
was  offered  for  sale  under  the  name  of  another  food. 

On  December  9,  1941,  (diaries  Gump,  trading  as  the  Gary  Supply  Co.,  claimant, 
having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under 
the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

2901.  Adislteratioji  and  misluranding  of  olive  oil.  IT.  S.  v.  f)  Cases  and  1(>  Casc.s 
of  Olive  Oil.  Uefault  deeree  of  eondemnafion  and  desfrnetion.  (F  I)  C. 
No.  6197.  Snmple  Nos.  84018-E,  84019-E.) 

Analysis  indicated  that  this  product  consisted  essentially  of  artificially  flavored 
and  artificially  colored  corn  oil  v.dth  a  small  amount  of  cottonseed  oil  and 
little,  if  any,  olive  oil.  The  cans  failed  to  bear  the  name  of  the  manufacturer, 
packer,  or  distributor. 

On  November  10,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  IMaryland 
filed  a  libel  against  a  total  of  25  cases  of  olive  oil  at  Baltimore,  Md.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  abr.ut  October 
30,  1941,  by  Frai'k  Roma  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that'  it  was 
adulterated  and  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Olio  di  Oliva 
Vergine  Lucca  Brand  Prodotto  Italiano”  ;  or  “Olio  d’  Oliva  Soprafiiiio  A.  Sasso 
Brand.” 

The  article  v/as  alleged  to  be  adulterated  (1)  in  that  artificially  flavored  and 
artificially  colored  corn  oil  with  a  small  amount  of  cottonseed  oil  and  con¬ 
taining  little  or  no  olive  oil  had  been  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  olive  oil, 
which  it  purported  to  be;  (2)  in  that  infeilority  had  been  concealed  by  the  addi¬ 
tion  of  artificial  flavor  and  artificial  coloi*;  and  (3)  in  that  artificial  flavor  and 
artificial  coloi-  had  been  added  thereto  or  mixed  or  packed  therewith  so  as  to 
make  it  ai)p('ar  better  and  of  greater  value  than  it  was. 

It  was  alleged  (o  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  following  statements  and 
designs  vere  false  and  misleadir.g:  (9  Cases)  “OMo  di  Oliva  Vergine  Lucca 
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*  *  *  Proclotto  Italiaiio  Olio  cVOliva  [design  of  an  olive  branch]  *  *  * 
This  olive  oil  is  guaranteed  pure  olio  d’Oliva.  Questo  Olio  e  garantito  di  piiro 
Oliva  Olio  d'Oliva.  Imported  Pure  Olive  Oil”;  (16  cases)  “Superfine  Olive 
Oil  *  *  *  Imported  Product.  Olio  d'Oliva  Soproflino  *  *  *  Prodotto 

Importato  [design  of  an  olive  branch]  Pure  Olive  Oil  Imported.  Olio  Puro 
d'Oliva  Racomniandato  per  uso  medicinale.  Puro  Olio  di  Oliva”;  (2)  in  that 
it  was  offered  for  sale  under  the  name  of  another  food;  (3)  in  that  it  was  an 
imitation  of  another  food  and  its  labeling  failed  to  bear  in  type  of  uniform 
size  and  prominence  the  word  “imitation”  and  immediately  thereafter  the 
name  of  the  food  imitated;  (4)  in  that  it  was  in  package  form  and  did  not 
bear  a  label  containing  the  name  and  place  of  business  of  the  manufacturer, 
packer,  or  distributor  ;  (5)  in  that  it  was  fabricated  from  two  or  more  ingi-cdients 
and  its  label  failed  to  bear  the  common  or  usual  name  of  each  ingi'edient ;  and 
(6)  in  that  it  contained  artificial  flavoring  and  artificial  coloring  and  did  not 
bear  labeling  stating  that  fact. 

On  December  15,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

20G2.  Adiilteratioji  and  misbranding  of  oil.  II.  S.  v.  17  Cans  cf  Corn  and  Olive 
Oil  and  8  Cartons  of  Feannt  Oil.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation. 
Product  ordered  elelivered  to  ebaritablc  institutions.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos.  4911, 
6059.  Sam])le  Nos.  5GG09-E,  74069-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  the  portion  of  this  product  labeled  “Corn  Oil  and 
Imported  Olive  Oil”  consisted  essentially  of  peanut  oil  with  some  olive  oil  and 
cottonseed  oil,  containing  little  if  any  corn  oil;  and  that  labeled  “Peanut  Oil” 
was  peanut  oil  artificially  flavored  and  colored  to  simulate  olive  oil. 

On  or  about  June  20',  and  on  September  22,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney 
for  the  District  of  Connecticut  filed  libels  against  17  gallon  cans  of  oil  at  New 
Haven,  and  8  cartons  each  containing  1  5-gallon  can  of  oil  at  East  Haven,  Conn., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
May  8  and  September  22,  1941,  by  P>est  Packing  Co.,  Inc.,  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded  and  that  a  iiortion  was  also  adulterated. 

The  oil  at  New  Haven  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  an  article  consisting 
essentially  of  peanut  oil  with  l^ome  olive  oil  and  cottonseed  oil,  containing  little 
if  any  corn  oil,  had  been  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  “Corn  Oil  and  Im¬ 
ported  Olive  Oil,”  which  it  purported  to  be. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  statement  “Corn  Oil  and 
Imported  Olive  Oil”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  con¬ 
sisting  essentially  of  peanut  oil  with  some  olive  oil  and  cottonseed  oil,  con¬ 
taining  little  if  any  corn  oil ;  and  (2)  in  that  the  label  contained  certain  repre¬ 
sentations  in  a  foreign  language  (Italian)  but  failed  to  contain  in  such  language 
all  the  words,  statements,  and  information  required  by  the  law  to  appear  on  the 
label. 

The  oil  at  East  Haven  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  it  was  an 
imitation  of  another  food,  olive  oil,  and  its  label  failed  to  bear,  in  type  of 
uniform  size  and  prominence,  the  word  “imitation”  and  immediately  thereafter 
the  name  of  the  food  imitated;  and  (2)  in  that  it  contained  artificial  flavoring 
and  artificial  coloring  and  did  not  bear  labeling  stating  that  fact. 

On  December  20,  1941,  and  May  27,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judg¬ 
ments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to 
charitable  institutions. 

2f)(»3.  yiisbranditig  of  oil.  U.  S.  v.  48  Cases  and  42  Cases  of  Oil.  Consent  de- 
oree  of  coiidciunafion.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  re¬ 
labeled.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5837.  Sample  Nos.  51625-E,  51626-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  that  it  consisted  essentially  of  cottonseed 
oil  artificially  colored  and  flavored  to  simulate  olive  oil.  Stickers  pasted  near 
the  bottom  of  most  of  the  cans  bore  in  very  small  type  the  statements,  (Pulcella 
brand)  “Corn  Oil  IVith  Color  and  Flavor  Added,”  and  (Gioiosa  brand)  “Cotton¬ 
seed  Oil  With  Color  and  Flavor  Added.”  Similar  stickers  had  apparently  been 
removed  from  the  other  cans. 

On  August  11,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Rhode  Island 
filed  a  libel  against  90  cases,  each  containing  6  gallon  cans,  of  oil  at  Providence, 
R.  I.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shiijped  on  or  about  July  17,  1941,  by 
Domestic  Oil  Co.  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Pulcella  Brand  Extra  Fine  Oil,”  or  “Extra 
Fine  Oil  Gioiosa  Brand  Pure  Oil  F.  Massimino.” 
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Both  brands  of  the  article  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  it  was 
an  imitation  of  another  food,  olive  oil,  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in  type  of 
uniform  size  and  prominence  the  word  “imitation”  and,  immediately  thereafter, 
the  name  of  the  food  imitated;  (2)  in  that  the  name  of  the  article,  the  name 
and  place  of  business  of  the  packer,  and  the  declaration  of  color  and  flavor, 
required  by  law  to  appear  on  the  label,  were  not  prominently  placed  thereon 
with  such  conspicnonsness  (as  compared  with  other  words,  statements,  designs, 
or  devices  in  the  labeling)  as  to  render  them  likely  to  be  read  by  the  ordinary 
individual  nnder  customary  conditions  of  purchase  and  use;  (3)  in  that  it 
contained  artificial  flavoring  and  artificial  coloring  and  did  not  bear  labeling 
stating  that  fact;  and  (4)  in  that  the  labels  contained  certain  representations 
in  a  foreign  language  (Italian)  but  failed  to  contain  in  such  language  all  the 
words,  statements,  and  information  required  by  law  to  appear  on  the  labels. 
The  Pulcella  brand  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  further  (1)  in  that  the  state¬ 
ment  “Olio  Pinissimo”  was  false  and  misleading  since  it  had  been  used  from 
time  immemorial  as  a  designation  for  olive  oil,  especially  to  Italian-speaking 
people;  (2)  in  that  the  design  of  a  woman  in  foreign  costume,  with  a  lion  and 
a  can  of  oil,  was  false  and  misleading  since  it  created  the  impression  that  the 
article  was  of  foreign  origin;  and  (3)  in  that  the  statement  “Corn  Oil”  was 
false  and  misleading  since  the  article  consisted  essentially  of  cottonseed  oil. 
The  Gioiosa  brand  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  further  (1)  in  that  the  state¬ 
ment  “Olio  Puro  Garantito  Sotto  Qualsiasi  Analisi  Chimica”  and  the  design  of 
olive  leaves  and  gold  medals  were  false  and  misleading  since  they  created  the 
impression  that  the  article  was  olive  oil  and  was  of  foreign  origin;  and  (2)  in 
that  the  statements,  “Pure  Oil”  and  “We  guarantee  this  oil  to  be  absolutely  pure 
under  chemical  analysis,”  were  false  and  misleading  since  the  article  was  arti¬ 
ficially  colored  and  flavored. 

On  October  16,  1941,  Domestic  Oil  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allega¬ 
tions  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was 
ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration, 

2964.  Adulteration  and  misbranding'  of  oil.  ti.*  S.  v.  40  Can.s  of  Peanut  and 

Olive  Oii.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C. 

No.  5953.  Sample  No.  5629G-E.) 

Analysis  showed  that  this  product  consisted  essentially  of  artificially  flavored 
and  colored  peanut  oil  with  little,  if  any,  olive  oil,  and  it  simulated  olive  oil  in 
taste  and  color.  Furthermore,  it  contained  a  coal-tar  color  other  than  one 
from  a  batch  that  had  been  certified  for  food  use. 

On  or  about  October  6,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of 
New  Jersey  filed  a  libel  against  49  gallon  cans  of  oil  at  Newark,  N,  J.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  September  13,  1941,  by  Marino 
Edible  Oil  Co.  from  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and 
misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Zingarella  Brand  Oil.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  contained  a  coal-tar  color 
other  than  one  from  a  batch  that  had  been  certified  as  provided  by  law. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  statement  “Peanut  and  Olive 
Oil”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  artificially  flavored  and  colored 
peanut  oil  containing  little,  if  any,  olive  oil;  (2)  in  that  it  was  an  imitation  of 
another  food,  olive  oil,  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in  type  of  uniform  size  and 
prominence  the  word  “imitation”  and  immediately  thereafter  the  name  of  the 
food  imitated;  (3)  in  that  its  label  contained  representations  in  a  foreign  lan¬ 
guage  (Italian)  and  the  information  required  by  law  to  appear  on  the  label,  i.  e., 
a  statement  of  the  quantity  of  contents  and  a  statement  of  ingredients,  did  not 
appear  thereon  in  the  foreign  language;  and  (4)  in  that  it  contained  artificial 
flavoring  and  artificial  coloring  and  did  not  bear  labeling  stating  that  fact. 

On  November  24,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed, 

OLEOMARGARINE 

2965.  Mishrantliug  of  oleomargarine.  IT.  S.  v.  50  Cases  of  Oleomargarine.  De¬ 

fault  decree  of  condemnation.  I’roduct  ordered  delivered  to  a  local 

eliaritablc  agency.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6246.  Sample  No.  64371— E.) 

This  product  was  deficient  in  fat. 

On  November  IS,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  50  cases,  each  containing  30  1-pound  cartons, 
of  oleomargarine  at  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
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on  or  about  October  19,  1941,  by  the  Chiirngold  Corporation  from  Cincinnati, 
Ohio;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  “Bine 
Ribbon  Vegetable  Oleomargarine.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for 
which  a  definition  and  standard  of  identity  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations 
as  provided  by  law,  but  it  failed  to  conform  to  such  definition  and  standard 
because  it  contained  less  than  80  percent  fat,  namely,  an  average  of  71.88  percent. 

On  December  11,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  a  local  charital.le 
agency  for  its  use  exclusively. 

2})0(>.  Misbratidiffig  of  oleosaarsai'iHe.  V.  .S.  v,  16  Cases  of  Clcosriarsariao.  Ke- 
fault  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  distrilsuted  to  local 
charitable  institutions.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6080.  Sample  No.  SGOGG-E.) 

This  product  contained  less  than  80  percent  of  fat ;  its  label  failed  to  designate 
the  optional  fat  ingredients ;  and  the  name  and  place  of  business  of  the  manu¬ 
facturer  did  not  appear  on  the  principal  panels. 

On  October  27,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
filed  a  libel  against  16  cases,  each  containing  30  cartons,  of  oleomargarine  at 
Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  the  article  was  in  interstate  commerce  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  in  possession  of  Giant  Food  Shopping  Center ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Southern  Belle  First 
Grade  Oleomargarine  One  Pound  Net.  *  *  *  J.  H.  Filbert  Inc.  Baltimore, 

Maryland.” 

The  libel  charged  that  the  article  was  misbranded:  (1)  In  that  the  stale- 
ments  “First  Grade  Oleomargarine  *  *  *  Conforms  to  all  the  pure  foods 
laws,”  appearing  in  the  labeling,  were  false  and  misleading  since  it  contained 
less  than  80  percent  of  fat.  (2)  In  that  the  name  and  place  of  business  of  the 
manufacturer,  packer,  or  distributor,  required  by  law  to  appear  on  the  label 
or  labeling,  were  not  prominently  placed  thereon  with  such  conspicuousness  (as 
compared  with  other  words,  statements,  designs,  or  devices  in  the  labeling)  as 
to  render  them  likely  to  be  read  by  the  ordinary  individual  under  customary 
conditions  of  purchase  and  use.  (3)  In  that  it  i)urported  to  be  a  food  for  Vvdiich 
a  definition  and  standard  of-  identity  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as 
provided  by  law,  but  it  failed  to  conform  to  such  definition  and  standard  (a)  in 
that  it  contained  less  than  80  percent  of  fat,  and  (b)  in  that  its  label  failed  to 
bear  the  statement  of  optional  fat  ingredients  present. 

On  Novemlier  14,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  distributed  to  local  charitable 
institutions. 


CANDY 


2067.  Adulteration  of  eaudy.  F. 

Plea  of  nolo  eontendere. 
20738-E,  20734-E,  20753-E, 
37303-E.) 


S.  V.  Mark  33.  Kod,«res  (Hodgres  CandT  Co.), 
Fine,  .$a00.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  4165.  Sample  Nos. 

20754-E,  20980-E.  37213-E,  37214-E,  37302-E, 


Examination  of  this  product  showed  evidence  of  rodent  and  insect  infestation. 

On  August  22,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of 
Georgia  tiled  an  information  against  Mark  D.  Hodges,  trading  as  Hodges  Candy 
Co.  at  Milledgevillc,  Ga.,  alleging  shipment  within  the  period  from  on  or  about 
October  28,  1940,  to  on  or  about  .January  20,  1941,  from  the  State  of  Georgia 
into  the  States  of  Florida,  Virginia,  and  South  Carolina  of  quantities  of  candy 
which  was  adulterated  in  tliat  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  tiltliy  sub¬ 
stance;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby 
it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  It  was  labeled  in  part  “Variety 
Bars.” 

On  October  24,  1941,  a  plea  of  nolo  contendere  was  entered  on  behalf  of  the 
defendant  and  a  fine  of  .$300  was  imposed. 


2!>68.  Adulteratiou  of  otniidy.  F.  S.  v.  Norhert  A.  Kroeg-er  <N.  A.  Krocger  &  Co.) 

Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  .*j?25  an<!  e«st.s.  (F.  1).  (\  No.  417.5.  Sample  Nos. 
27508-E  to  27510-E,  iiu-1.) 

This  product,  consisting  of  gum  drops,  was  contaminated  with  rodent  hairs 
and  insect  fragments. 


On  August  18,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Maryland 
filed  an  information  against  Norbert  A  Xrorger,  i radii  g  as  N.  A.  Kroeger  &  Co., 
Baltimore,  Md.,  alleging  .shipment  in  interstate  commeice  on  or  about  Octob'^r 
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10,  1940/  from  tlie  State  of  Maryland  into  the  State  of  Indiana  of  a  quantity  of 
candy  that  was  adulterated.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Subway  Bars,”  “Orange 
&  Lemon  Slices,”  and  “Kroeger’s  Jelly  Cuts.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
]'art  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  con¬ 
ditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  October  3, 1941,  the  defendant  entered  a  plea  of  guilty  and  the  court  imposed 
a  fine  of  $25  and  costs. 

29G9.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  21  Cartons  of  Candy.  Default  decree  of 
condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  0292.  Sample  No.  50919— E.) 

This  product  contained  rodent  hairs  and  insect  fragments. 

On  November  25,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Delaware 
filed  a  libel  against  21  cartons  of  candy  at  Georgetown,  Del.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or.  about  October  80,  1941, 
by  Blue  Ribbon  Candy  Co.  from  Baltimore,  Md. ;  and  charging  it  was  adulterated 
in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had 
been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  con¬ 
taminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  (Carton)  “Peanut  Brittle.” 

On  December  19,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

Nos.  39  70  to  29  73  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  candy  that  was 
insect-infested. 

2970.  Adulteration  of  candy.  IT.  S.  v.  10  Cartons  of  Candy.  Default  decree  of 

condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  56G3.  Sample  No.  61734— E.) 

On  September  12,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  California  filed  a  libel  against  16  cartons  of  candy  at  Weed,  Calif.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  by  the  Chicago  Candy 
Association  on  or  about  March  29,  1941,  from  Chicago,  Ill.;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  xoart :  “24-5  Cents  Tangos  Bunte  Brothers  Chicago.” 

On  December  5,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  ordered  destroyed. 

2971.  -Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  20  Cartons  of  Candy.  Default  decree  of 

condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5661.  Sample  No.  61732— E.) 

On  September  12,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  California  filed  a  libel  against  20  cartons  of  candy  at  Weed,  Calif.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  February 
5,  1941,  by  the  Imperial  Candy  Co.  from  Seattle,  Wash. ;  and  ciiarging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  jiart  of  a  filthy  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “24  Jubilee  Bars.” 

On  December  5,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

2972.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  10  Boxes  and  12  Boxes  of  Candy.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  5664.  Sample  Nos. 
61735-E,  61736-E.) 

On  September  12,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  California  filed  a  libel  against  22  boxes  of  candy  at  Weed,  Calif.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  February  20,  1911, 
by  Phyleen  Candy  Co.  from  Huntington,  Ind. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adul¬ 
terated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Boxes)  “Phyleen  Golden  [or  “Silver”]  Heart  Nut 
Cluster  Maple  [or  “Vanilla”]  Cream  24.  Count  5  Cents.” 

On  December  5,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

2973.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  89  Packag-es  and  35  Boxes  of  Candy  (and 

1  other  seizure  action  against  candy).  Default  decrees  of  condemna¬ 
tion  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos.  6113,  6114.  Sample  Nos.  61798-E, 
61799-E.) 

This  product  was  moldy. 

On  November  3,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon 
filed  libels  against  125  1 -pound  packages,  83  boxes  each  containing  12  1-pound 
packages,  and  5  boxes  each  containing  40  1-pound  packages  of  candy  at  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
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on  or  about  October  13,  1941,  by  LevvTs  Sales  Co.  from  Seattle,  Wash. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  and  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Packages) 
“Chocolate  Covered  Rum  &  Butter  Thins  *  *  *  Terry  Candy  Company, 

Elizabeth,  New  Jersey.” 

On  December  11  and  IG,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of 
condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


2974.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  7i  Boxes,  3  Boxe.s,  25  Boxes,  21  Boxes,  and 
42  Boxes  of  Candy  (and  2  other  seizure  actions  ag'ainst  candy) .  Decrees 
of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  I).  C.  Nos.  0181,  01  80,  0210.  Sample 
Nos.  59059-E,  59062-E,  59063-E.  70201-E  to  70205-E,  incl.,  74711-E.) 


Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  rodent  hairs,  and  insects 
and  insect  fragments. 

On  November  7,  10,  and  17,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  Northern 
District  of  Georgia,  District  of  Maryland,  and  the  Southern  District  of  New 
York  filed  libels  against  96  boxes  of  candy  at  Atlanta,  Ga.,  264  boxes  at  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  and  126  boxes  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  on  or  about  September  25  and  27,  1941,  b.v  Tower  Candy  Co.  from  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated.  It  was  labeled  in  part: 
“Blk  Walnut  [or  “Carmels,”  “Vanilla  Creams,”  “L.  Good,”  “L.  Lunch  Roll,” 
“Mints,”  “Maple  Cream,”  “Jelly,”  “D.  Goodies,”  “L.  Goodies,”  “Pineapple  Creams,” 
“Brazil  Nuts,”  “Cocoanut  Creams,”  “Peanut  Chew,”  or  “Chips”]  “H  gh  Grade 
Chocolates.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adultei'ated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
i;art  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary 
conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  November  18  and  December  19,  1941,  and  January  5,  1942,  the  Tower  Candy 
Co.  having  consented  to  condemnation  of  the  product  seized  at  Baltimore,  and 
no  claimant  having  appeared  in  the  remaining  actions,  judgments  of  condemna¬ 
tion  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


2975.  Misbraiadins  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  20  Dozen  Boxes  and  12  Dozen  Boxes  of 
Candy  (and  4  other  seizure  actions  ag'ainst  candy).  Default  decrees  of 
condemnation.  Product  ordered  delivered  to  charitable  institutions. 
(F.  D.  C.  Nos.  4914,  4915,  4977,  6426,  5608.  Sample  Nos.  56699-E,  69996-E, 
69997-E,  69999-E,  700()0-E,  74268-E,  74306-E  to  74308-E,  incl.) 

A  portion  of  this  product  was  short  weight,  and  the  containers  in  all  lots 
were  deceptive.  It  was  misbranded  further  as  indicated  below. 

Betw(  eii  June  17  and  September  2,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the 
District  of  New  Jersey  and  the  District  of  Connecticut  filed  libels  against  the 
following  quantities  of  candy:  32  dozen  boxes  at  Paterson,  48  dozen  boxes  at 
Union  City,  424  boxes  at  Irvington,  and  302  boxes  at  Newark,  N.  J. ;  and  9  cases, 
each  containing  100  packages,  at  Hartford,  Conn.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  May 
15  to  on  or  about  August  18,  1941,  by  Delight  Sweets,  Inc.,  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Holly v/ood  Choco¬ 
lates  Net  Weight  6  Oz.” ;  “Duplex  Assortment  Rum  and  Butter  and  Assorted 
Chews  *  *  *  Net  Weight  4  Oz.” ;  “Duplex  Assortment  Gums  &  Chews  Net 

Weight  5  Oz.”  ;  “Gnm  Joy  Assortment  Net  Weight  4  Oz.”  ;  or  “Social  Sweets 
Gums  &  Chews  Net  Weight  8  Oz.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  its  container  was  so  made 
and  filled  as  to  be  misleading,  since  the  boxes  were  too  large  for  the  amount 
of  candy  they  contained  and  the  candy  did  not  occupy  a  reasonable  amount  of 
the  available  space.  Portions  of  the  article  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded 
further:  (9  cases)  (1)  In  that  the  statement  “Net  Weight  4  Oz.”  was  false  and 
misieading,  and  (2)  in  that  it  was  in  package  form  and  did  not  bear  a  label 
containing  the  name  and  place  of  business  of  the  manufacturer,  packer,  or 
disti-ibiitor,  and  did  not  bear  a  label  containing  an  accurate  statement  of  the 
quantity  of  the  contents.  Certain  lots  were  alleged  t(-  be  misbranded  further  in 
that  the  name  and  place  of  business  of  the  manufacturer,  packer,  or  distributor, 
the  statement  of  quantity  of  contents,  and  the  statement  of  ingredients,  required 
by  law  to  appear  on  the  label  or  labeling,  were  not  prominently  placed  thereon 
with  such  conspicnonsness  (as  compared  with  other  words,  statements,  designs, 
or  devices  in  the  labeling)  as  to  render  them  likely  to  be  read  by  the  ordinary 
individual  under  customary  conditions  of  purchase  and  use. 

Between  September  23  and  November  19,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared, 
judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  distributed 
to  charitable  institutions. 
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Nos.  2D 76  to  29  78  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  candies  which  were 
represented  to  be  efficacious  in  the  treatment  of  obesity  but  which  consisted 
substantially  of  caramel  candy  and  which  would  furnish  about  the  same  amount 
of  calories  as  that  type  of  candy. 

1J97G.  Misbranding'  of  Ayds  Candy.  U,  S.  v.  17  Boxes  of  Ayds  Candy.  Default 
deeree  of  eondemaiation  and  destruetion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  4269.  Sample  No. 
2S2G8-E.) 

On  April  9,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia  filed  a 
libel  against  17  boxes  of  Ayds  Candy,  alleging  that  the  article  was  in  interstate 
commerce  in  the  District  of  Columbia  at  the  Vita  Health  Food.  Co.,  in  the  City 
of  Washington,  District  of  Columbia;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  representations  in  the 
labeling  regarding  its  efficacy  in  effecting  reduction  of  body  weight  in  the  con¬ 
sumer  were  false  and  misleading  since  they  were  incorrect;  and  (2)  in  that 
the  combination  of  letters  “Ayds  Candy,”  appearing  on  the  package  label, 
constituted  a  false  and  misleading  device  since  it  meant  to  purchasers  that  the 
article  wnis  an  appropriate  and  effective  aid  in  reducing  body  weight — having 
acquired  such  meaning  because  of  statements  and  designs  appearing  in  a  cir¬ 
cular  bearing  the  title  legends  “Now !  Many  Lose  Weight  by  New,  Easy  Plan. 
Ayds  Easy  Reducing  ITan  and  Candy”  ;  whereas  the  candy  was  not  an  effective 
and  appropriate  aid  in  reducing  body  weight. 

It  was  alleged  also  ro  be  misbranded  under  the  iirovisions  of  the  law  applicable 
to  drugs,  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  593. 

On  May  1,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


2977.  Misbraiicliug;  of  Slesicl-R-Form  Candy.  U.  S.  v.  08  Boxes  of  Sleiid-R- 
Form.  Default  deeree  of  eondemiiation  and  destruetion.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 
4290.  Sample  Nos.  24696-E.  31283-E.) 

On  April  17,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  58  boxes  of  Slend-R-Form  Candy  at  Chicago,  Ill., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
April  2,  1941,  by  Thomas  Martindale  &  Co.  from  Philadelphia,  Pa. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  misbranded.  This  was  a  returned  shipment  and  was  part  of  a  lot 
originally  shipped  to  Philadelphia  by  Riley  Products,  Inc.,  from  Chicago,  Ill. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  representations  in  the 
labeling  regarding  its  efficacy  jn  effecting  reduction  of  body  weight  in  the  con¬ 
sumer  were  false  and  misleading. 

It  also  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  under  the  provisions  of  the  law  applicable 
to  drugs,  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  .1.  No.  595. 

On  June  30,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


2978.  Misbranding'  of  Slentl-R-Form  Candy.  U.  S.  v.  9^4  Dozen  Boxes  of  Slend- 
R-Forin  Casady  (and  12  other  seizure  aetions  against  Slend-R-Forsn 
Candy).  Default  deerees  of  eondemnation.  Portions  of  product  ordered 
distributed  to  charitable  institutions;  remainder  ordered  destroyed. 
(F.  D.  C.  Nos.  3599,  3916,  3924,  3998,  4017,  4201,  4678.  4768,  5048,  52.39,  5240, 
5749,  5758.  Sample  Nos.  5181-E,  11401-E,  22302-B,  3S942-E,  39706-E,  43590-E, 
44652-E,  47481-E,  52318-E  to  52320-E,  incl.,  55422-E,  55604-E,  58291-E, 
79926-E.) 


Between  December  28, 1940,  and  September  17, 1941,  the  United  States  attorneys 
for  the  Eastern  District  of  Missouri,  Western  District  of  Washington,  Northern 
District  of  California,  District  of  Oregon,  Southern  District  of  Ohio,  Western  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Louisiana,  Northern  District  of  Oklahoma,  Eastern  District  of  Wisconsin, 
Southern  District  of  Indiana,  and  the  District  of  Minnesota  filed  libels  against  9^/4 
dozen  boxes  of  Slend-R-Form  at  St.  Louis,  Mo. ;  451  boxes  at  Seattle,  Wash. ;  140 
boxes  at  San  Francisco,  Calif. ;  19  dozen  boxes  at  Portland,  Oreg. ;  140  boxes  at 
Dayton,  Ohio  ;  25  boxes  at  Appleton,  Wis. ;  54  boxes  at  Lake  Charles,  La. ;  24  boxes 
at  Tulsa,  Okla. ;  ]2()  boxes  at  Milwaukee,  Wis. ;  16  boxes  at  Indianapolis,  Ind. ;  and 
274  packages  at  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  October  28,  1940, 
to  on  or  about  August  7,  1941,  by  Riley  Products,  Inc.,  from  Chicago,  Ill.  On 
March  10,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado  filed  a 
libel  against  8  dozen  boxes  of  Slend-R-Form  Candy  at  Denver,  Colo.,  which 
had  been  shipped  by  the  Riley  Products,  Inc.,  from  Chicago,  Ill.,  on  or  about 
December  3,  1940. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  representations  in  the  labeling 
regarding  its  eliica.cy  in  effecting  a  reduction  of  body  weight  in  the  consumer  were 
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false  and  misleading.  It  also  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  under  the  provisions 
of  the  law  applicable  to  drugs,  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  004. 

Between  January  30,  1941,  and  March  4,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared, 
judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered.  The  portions  of  the  product  located 
at  Denver,  Dayton,  and  Minneapolis  were  ordered  distributed  to  charitable  insti¬ 
tutions  and  the  remaining  lots  were  ordered  destroyed. 

FLAVORS  AND  SPICES 


2079.  AtlHlteration  a««l  mistorandlng'  of  vanilla  flavor.  U.  S.  v.  11  .Jugs  of  Va¬ 
nilla  Flavor.  Default  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  deliv¬ 
ered  to  a  cliaritaljlc;  institution.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  0056.  Sample  Nos.  7331C-E, 
73320-E.) 


This  product  consisted  of  a  water-alcohol  solution  of  ethyl  vanillin,  coumarin, 
and  caramel  color. 

On  October  22,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Oklahoma  tiled  a  libel  against  11  jugs  of  vanilla  flavor  at  Enid,  Okla.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or 
about  July  17  to  on  or  about  August  7,  1941,  by  the  Commercial  Coffee  Co.  from 
St.  Louis,  Mo. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  It  was 
labeled  in  part:  “Chef’s  Delight  Brand  Standard  Vanilla  Flavor.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  an  imitation  vanilla  flavoring 
consisting  of  a  water-alcohol  solution  of  ethyl  vanillin,  coumarin,  and  caramel 
color  had  been  substituted  in  whole  or  in  part  for  standard  vanilla  flavor,  which 
it  purported  to  be. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  statement  “Standard  Vanilla 
Flavor”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  an  imitation 
vanilla  flavor  ;  (2)  in  that  it  was  offered  for  sale  under  the  name  of  another  food  ; 
(3)  in  that  it  was  an  imitation  of  another  food  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in  type 
of  uniform  size  and  prominence  the  word  “imitation”  and  immediately  thereafter 
the  name  of  the  food  imitated;  (4)  in  that  it  was  fabricated  from  two  or  more 
ingredients  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  the  common  or  usual  name  of  each  ingre¬ 
dient ;  and  (5)  in  that  it  contained  artificial  coloring  and  did  not  bear  labeling 
stating  that  fact. 

On  December  2,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  a  charitable  institirtion. 


2980.  Aclultes-ation  and  mislirandiiig  of  vanilla  extract.  U.  §.  v.  11  Dozen  Bot¬ 
tles  of  Vanilla  Extract.  Default  decree  of  coiidenisnatijoii ;  product  or¬ 
dered  delivered  to  Food  and  Drug  Administration  for  tecliiiicai  purposes. 
(P.  D.  C.  No.  3894.  Sample  No.  46731-E.) 

This  product  was  deficient  jn  vanilla  re.sins  and  contained  artificial  flavor  and 
other  substances  foreign  to  vanilla  extract  as  indicated  by  the  presence  of  exces¬ 
sive  irriueral  matter. 

On  February  28,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey 
filed  a  libel  against  11  dozen  bottles  of  vanilla  extract  at  Hoboken,  N.  J.,  aiieging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  General  Desserts  Corporation  from  New 
York,  N.  Y.,  on  or  about  December  19,  1940 ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated 
and  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part;  (Bottles)  “Contents  4  FI.  Oz.  *  *  * 

American  House  Pure  Extract  Vanilla.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  (1)  in  that  an  imitation  vanilla 
extract  deficient  in  vanilla  resin  and  containing  added  ash  inaterial  and  artificial 
flavor  had  been  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  “Pure  Extract  Vanilla”;  (2) 
in  that  inferiority  had  been  concealed  through  the  addition  of  ash  material  and 
artificial  flavoring;  and  (3)  in  that  ash  material  and  artificial  flavoring  had  been 
added  thereto  or  mixed  or  packed  therewith  so  as  to  make  it  appear  better  or  of 
greater  value  than  it  was. 

It  was  alleged  to  he  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  statement  “Pure  Extract 
Vanilla”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  imitation  vanilia  extract  defi¬ 
cient  in  vanilla  resin  and  containing  added  ash  material  and  artificial  flavoring: 
(2)  in  that  it  was  offered  for  sale  under  the  name  of  another  food;  (3)  in  that 
it  was  an  imitation  of  another  food  and  its  label  did  not  bear,  in  type  of  uniform 
size  and  prominence,  the  word  “imitation”  and,  immediately  thereafter,  the  name 
of  the  food  imitated ;  and  (4)  in  that  it  contained  artificial  flavoring  and  failed  to 
bear  labeling  stating  that  fact. 

On  September  4,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  the  Food  and  Drug  Admin¬ 
istration  to  be  used  for  technical  purposes. 
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12031.  MisbraiitiiMs:  of  imitation  vanilla  flavor  and  adulteration  and  inLshranding 
of  lenaon  flavor.  U.  S.  v.  (itO  Cases  of  Imitation  Vanilla  Flavor  and  1-4 
Cases  and  1,J)44  Ilottles  of  Cemon  Flavor.  Oefanlt  deerees  of  eondein- 
isation  and  destrnetion.  (F.  0.  Nos.  4508,  G701.  Sample  Nos.  22451— E. 

52811-E,  52312-E.) 


Examiliritioii  showed  that  the  imitation  vanilla  llavor  contained  ingredients  not 
declared  on  the  label,  and  the  word  “imitation”  followed  the  name  of  the  article 
but  was  in  smaller  type;  and  the  lemon  llavor  was  dehcient  in  lemon  oil. 

Oil  or  about  May  7,  1941,  and  Jamiary  19,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for 
the  Western  District  of  Washington  and  the  Northern  District  of  California  tiled 
libels  against  649  cases  each  containing  8  bottles  of  imitation  vanilla  llavor  and 
14  cases  each  containing  8  bottles  of  lemon  flavor  at  Bremerton,  Wash.,  and  1,914 
bottles  of  lemon  flavor  at  Mare  Island,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been 
shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  December  2  and  22,  1940,  by  Unrity 
SiOies,  Ltd.,  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  the  imitation  vanilla  flavor 
was  misbranded  and  that  the  lemon  flavor  was  adulterated  and  misbranded. 

The  imitation  vanilla  flavor  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  it  was 
an  imitation  of  another  food  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in  type  of  uniform  size 
and  prominence  the  word  “imitation”  and  immediately  thereafter  the  name  of  the 
food  imitated  ;  and  (2)  in  that  it  was  fabricated  from  two  or  more  ingredients  and 
its  label  failed  to  bear  the  common  or  usual  name  of  each  ingredient. 

The  lemon  flavor  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  substance,  namely,  a 
non-alcoholic  lemon  flavor  containing  less  than  20  percent  of  oil  of  lemon,  had 
been  substituted  for  non-alcoholic  lemon  flavor  containing  20  percent  of  oil  of 
lemon.  It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statements,  “Formula  :  Oil 
of  lemon  (U.  S.  P.  (by  volume))  20  Per  Cent,”  and  “This  lemon  flavor  has  four 
times  the  flavoring  strength  of  ordinary  commercial  lemon  extracts.  One  tea- 
spoonfnl  of  this  flavor  is  equal  in  strength  to  four  teaspoonfnls  of  commercial 
extract  and  should  he  used  accordingly,”  were  false  and  misleading  since  it 
contained  less  than  20  percent  of  oil  of  lemon. 

On  September  29,  1941,  and  July  13,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judg¬ 
ments  of  condemnation  were  entered  aiid  the  products  were  ordered  destroyed. 


12J>82.  Adulteraiiun  and  misforaudin!^  of  vanilla  and  lemon  flavors.  U.  S.  v.  125 
Cases  of  Vanilla  Flavor  and  23  Cases  of  Cemon  Flavor  (and  8  otSier 
seizures  of  vanilla  flavor).  Decree  ordering-  portion  of  product  released 
under  bond  to  be  relabeled,  and  remainder  ordered  destroyed.  (F.  T).  C. 
Nos.  4011,  4012,  4378.  4474,  4500.  4511,  4597,  4720.  4704.  Sample  Nos.  259-E, 
20352-E,  35409-E.  35500-E,  37298-E,  37499-E,  39640-E,  39741-E,  43306-E, 
43345-E,  52309-E,  52:;iO-E.) 


Between  March  18  and  May  IG,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  West¬ 
ern  and  the  Eastern  Districts  of  Missouri,  Southern  District  of  Florida,  Southern 
District  of  Georgia,  Eastern  District  of  South  Carolina,  Eastern  District  of 
Louisiana,  and  the  Western  District  of  Washington  filed  libels  against  125  cases 
each  containing  8  bottles  of  vanilla  flavor  and  23  cases  each  containing  8  bottles 
of  lemon  flavor  at  Bremerton  (Seattle),  Wash.,  and  the  following  additional  quan¬ 
tities  of  vanilla  flavor — 40  cases  and  40  cartons  each  containing  12  bottles  at 
St.  Louis,  and  50  cases  each  containing  24  bottles  and  19  cartons  each  containing 
12  bottles  at  Kansas  City,  Mo. ;  8  cases  each  containing  72  bottles  at  Miami,  and 
158  cartons  each  containing  21  bottles  at  Camp  Blanding  (Starke),  Fla.;  G8 
bottles  at  Fort  Screven,  Ga. ;  485  cartons  each  containing  24  bottles  at  the  Quarter¬ 
master  Depot,  New  Orleans,  La. ;  and  14  cases  each  containing  12  bottles  at 
Charleston,  S.  C.,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  July  26,  1940,  to  on  or  about  March 
29,  1941,  by  the  Plantation  Extract  Corporation  from  New  York,  N.  Y.  (3  lots 
of  the  vanilla  flavor  were  shipped  under  the  name  of  Sol  Loeb  Co.,  Columbus, 
Ga.)  ;  and  charging  that  a  portion  of  the  vanilla  flavor  was  misbranded,  and 
Tint  the  remaining  lots  of  vanilla  and  the  lemon  flavor  were  adulterated  and 
misbranded.  The  articles  were  labeled  in  part:  (23  cases  of  lemon  flavor)  “One 
Quart  Flavor  Lemon”;  (125  cases  of  vanilla  at  Bremerton)  “1  Quart  Imitation 
Vanilla  Flavor”:  tl8  cases  nf  vanilla  af  Miami)  Pk  Oz  *  *  *  Pure 

Vanilla  Extract”;  (remaining  lots  of  vanilla)  “8  FI.  Oz.  Pure  Extract  Vanilla.” 

The  vanilla  flavor  (with  the  exception  of  the  lot  at  Bremerton)  was  alleged 
to  he  adulterated  (1)  in  that  an  imitation  vanilla  extract  containing  resinous 
substances  not  found  in  genuine  vanilla  extract  had  been  substituted  wholly 
or  ill  part  for  “Pure  Extract  Vanilla”;  (2)  in  that  inferiority  had  been  concealed 
through  the  addition  of  foreign  resins;  and  (3)  in  that  foreign  resins  had  been 
ndded  thereto  or  mixed  or  packed  therewith  so  as  to  make  it  appear  better 
^r  of  greater  value  than  it  was. 
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The  vanilla  flavor  (with  the  exception  of  the  lot  at  Bremerton)  was  alleged 
to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  statement  “Pure  Extract  Vanilla”  was  false 
and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  imitation  vanilla  extract  containing  resinous 
substances  not  found  in  genuine  vanilla  extract;  (2)  in  that  it  was  offered 
for  sale  under  the  name  of  another  food;  and  (3)  in  that  it  was  an  imitation 
of  another  food  and  its  label  did  not  bear  in  type  of  uniform  size  and  prominence 
the  word  “imitation”  and  immediately  thereafter  the  name  of  the  food  imitated. 
The  lot  at  Miami  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  further  in  that  its  container  was 
so  made,  formed,  or  fllled  as  to  be  misleading.  The  lot  of  vanilla  flavor  at 
Bremerton  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  it  was  an  imitation  of 
another  food  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in  type  of  uniform  size  and  prominence 
the  word  “imitation”  and  immediately  thereafter  the  name  of  the  food  imitated ; 
and  (2)  in  that  it  was  fabricated  from  two  or  more  ingredients  and  its  label 
failed  to  bear  the  common  or  usual  name  of  each  ingredient. 

The  lemon  flavor  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  substance,  namely, 
a  non-alcoholic  lemon  flavor  containing  less  than  20  percent  of  oil  of  lemon,  had 
been  submitted  for  non-alcoholic  lemon  flavor  containing  20  percent  of  oil  of 
lemon.  It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statements,  “Formula :  Oil 
of  lemon  (U.  S.  P.  (by  volume))  20  Per  Cent”  and  “This  lemon  flavor  has  four 
times  the  flavoring  strength  of  ordinary  commercial  lemon  extracts.  One  tea¬ 
spoonful  of  this  flavor  is  equal  in  strength  to  four  teaspoonfuls  of  commercial 
extract  and  should  be  used  accordingly,”  were  false  and  misleading  since  it 
contained  less  than  20  percent  of  oil  of  lemon. 

On  October  25,  1941,  the  Plantation  Extract  Corporation  having  intervened 
and  filed  an  answer  denying  the  allegations  of  the  libel  against  the  68  bottles 
of  vanilla  flavor  at  Fort  Screven,  Ga.,  the  case  was  ordered  transferred  to  the 
Eastern  District  of  New  York  for  consolidation  with  other  cases  for  the  purpose 
of  trial.  On  November  26,  1941,  Sol  Loeb  Co.  having  appeared  as  claimant 
and  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  was  entered  ordering 
the  case  severed  from  the  order  of  consolidation  and  further  ordering  that  it 
be  condemned  but  that  it  be  released  to  the  claimant  under  bond  conditioned 
that  it  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
Between  May  28  and  December  8,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the 
remaining  lots  of  vanilla  nor  for  the  lemon  flavor,  decrees  were  entered  ordering 
that  they  be  destroyed. 

2983.  Misbranding  of  spices.  II.  S.  v.  24^4  Gross  Cans  of  Black  Vcppcr,  33 

Gross  Cans  of  White  Pepper,  8  Gross  Cans  of  Nutmeg,  t>  Gross  Cans  of 
Cloves,  and  6^4  Gross  Cans  of  Curry  Powder.  Default  decree  of  con¬ 
demnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5685.  Sample  Nos.  74809-E  to 
74311-E,  incl.,  74.313-E.  74314-E.) 

These  products  occupied  approximately  7o  percent  of  the  capacity  of  the 
containers  and  all,  except  the  nutmeg,  were  short  weight. 

On  September  16,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  New  York  tiled  a  libel  against  the  above-named  products  at  New  York,  N.  Y., 
alleging  that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  July  25,  1941,  by  Murual 
Spice  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Bridgeport,  Conn. ;  and  charging  that  they  were  misbranded. 
The  articles  were  labeled  in  part ;  “Continental  Brand  Ground  Black  Pepper  Lor 
“White  Pepper,”  “Nutmeg,”  “Cloves,”  or  “Curry  Power”]  Contents  1^/4  Oz.  Con¬ 
tinental  Oil  Co.  Distributors — Bronx,  N.  Y.” 

They  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  their  containers  were  so  fllled  as 
to  be  misleading,  since  the  spice  did  not  occupy  a  reasonable  amount  of  the  avail¬ 
able  space.  The  black  pwspper,  white  pepper,  cloves,  and  curry  powder  were 
alleged  to  be  misbranded  further  in  that  the  statement  “Contents  114  Oz.”  was 
false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  articles  that  contained  less  than  114  ounces; 
and  in  that  they  were  in  package  form  and  did  not  bear  labels  containing  an 
accurate  statement  of  the  quantity  of  the  contents. 

On  November  5,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnaTion 
was  entered  and  the  products  were  ordered  destroyed. 

2984.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  paprika  and  cayenne  pepper.  U.  S.  v. 

12  Cans  of  Paprika  and  5  Cartons  of  Cayenne  Pepper  (and  4  other  sei¬ 
zure  actions  against  paprika).  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and 

destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Noa.  4921  to  4924,  incl.,  5199.  Sample  Nos.  69181-E, 
09182-B.  69186-E  to  69187-B,  incl..  69658-B.) 

These  products  contained  added  cornstarch  and  artificial  color. 

On  June  17  and  July  21,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of 
New  Jersey  filed  libels  against  97  6-pound  cans  and  26  1-pound  cans  of  paprika. 
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and  5  6-po^^ncl  cartons  of  cayenne  pepper  at  Newark,  N.  J.,  alleging  that  the 
articles  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or 
about  January  11  to  on  or  about  April  26,  1941,  by  Sure  Rise  Baking  Powder  Co. 
from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  they  were  adulterated  and  misbranded. 

The  articles  were  alleged  to  be  adulterated  (1)  in  that  paprika  and  pepper 
containing  added  cornstarch  and  artificial  color  had  been  substituted  wholly  or 
in  part  for  paprika  and  cayenne  pepper,  respectively,  which  they  purported  to  be  ; 
(2)  in  that  inferiority  had  been  concealed  by  the  addition  of  artificial  color; 
and  (3)  in  that  cornstarch  and  artificial  color  had  been  added  thereto  or  mixed 
or  packed  therewith  so  as  to  increase  their  bulk  or  weight,  reduce  their  quality  or 
strength,  or  make  them  appear  better  or  of  greater  value  than  they  were. 

They  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  statements  “Imported 
Sweet  Paprika,”  “Pure  Imported  Paprika,”  “Pure  Imported  Sweet  Paprika,” 
and  “Pure  Cayenne  Pepper,”  borne  on  the  labels,  were  false  and  misleading  as 
applied  to  articles  containing  added  cornstarch  and  artificial  color;  (2)  in  that 
they  were  offered  for  sale  under  the  names  of  other  foods;  (3)  in  that  they 
were  imitations  of  other  foods  and  their  labels  failed  to  bear  in  type  of  uni¬ 
form  size  and  prominence  the  word  “imitation”  and,  immediately  thereafter, 
the  names  of  the  foods  imitated;  (4)  in  that  they  were  in  package  form  and 
did  not  bear  labels  containing  the  name  and  place  of  business  of  the  manu¬ 
facturer,  packer,  or  distributor;  (5)  in  that  they  were  fabricated  from  two  or 
more  ingredients  and  their  labels  failed  to  bear  the  common  or  usual  name  of 
each  ingredient;  and  (6)  in  that  they  contained  artificial  coloring  and  did 
not  bear  labeling  stating  that  fact. 

On  September  4,  1941,  no  claimant  having  ai^peared,  decrees  of  condemna¬ 
tion  were  entered  and  the  products  were  ordered  destroyed. 

2985.  Adulteration  of  ginger  root.  U.  S.  v.  47  Bags  of  Ginger.  Consent  deeree 
of  eondenination.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  converted 
into  an  inedible  product.  (F.  D,  C.  No.  6356.  Sample  No.  67714— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  worm  holes  and  further 
evidence  of  insect  infestation. 

•On  December  4,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Tennessee ‘filed  a  libel  against  47  bags  containing  5,229  pounds  of  ginger  at 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  September  6,  1940,  by  J.  R.  Watkins  Co.  from  Newark, 
N.  J. ;  an’d  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  or  decomposed  substance. 

It  also  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  under  the  provisions  of  the  law  ap¬ 
plicable  to  drugs,  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  562. 

On  February  27,  1942,  J.  R.  Watkins  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  alle¬ 
gations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  converted  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  into  an  inedible  product. 

VITAMIN  PREPARATIONS 

298G.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  Adiron.  U.  S.  v.  20  Bottles,  10  Bottles, 
and  000  Sample  Packages  of  Adiron.  Default  decree  of  condemnation 
and  destruction.  (P.  D,  C.  No.  4252.  Sample  Nos.  60557— E,  60558— E.) 

This  product  was  deficient  in  vitamin  A  and  its  label  bore  false  and  mis¬ 
leading  claims  regarding  its  efficacy  in  the  treatment  of  anemia. 

On  April  9,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Wash¬ 
ington  filed  a  libel  against  20  bottles  each  containing  60  tablets,  16  bottles  each 
containing  250  tablets,  and  600  sample  packages  of  Adiron  at  Spokane,  Wash., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
February  5  and  March  7,  1941,  from  Chicago,  Ill.,  by  the  Lawrence  Labora¬ 
tories  ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent, 
namely,  vitamin  A,  liad  been  in  whole  or  in  part  omitted  or  abstracted  there¬ 
from. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  statement  appearing  on  the 
label,  “Adiron  *  *  *  Tablets,  each  contain  *  *  *  1200  U.  S.  P.  XI  Units 

Vitamin  ‘A,’”  was  false;  (2)  in  that  the  following  statements  appearing  in  the 
labeling,  “Adiron  is  guaranteed  to  carry  these  minimum  potencies  per  average 
tablets:  1,200  USP  XI  Units  Vitamin  ‘A’”  and  “This  core  is  the  concentrate  of 
the  vitamins,  equivalent  in  vitamins  ‘A’  and  ‘D’  to  one-half  teaspoonful  of 
fresh  T'.  S  P.  standard  cod  liver  oil,”  were  false  when  applied  to  an  article 
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which  contained  only  67  U.  S.  P.  units  of  vitamin  A  per  tablet;  and  (8)  in 
that  statements,  desijijns,  and  devices  in  the  labelinj^  which  represented  that  it 
would  be  eliicacious  in  the  treatment  of  mnritionai  (secondary)  anemia,  that 
it  would  make  new  blood  and  improve  and  maintain  the  health,,  were  false 
and  misleading  since  it  could  not  be  relied  upon  to  produce  the  effects  claimed. 

It  was  also  alleged  to  be  adulterated  and  misbranded  in  violation  of  tbe  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  law  applicable  to  drugs,  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  567. 

On  May  26,  1641,  no  claimant  having  appeared.  Judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  tlie  pi'oduct  was  ordered  destroyed. 


2087.  Adulteration  and  nii.sSjrandini^  of  Bio  Vita  Vitamin  Oil.  TJ.  S.  v.  23  Gallon 
Can»  4»f  Bio  Vita  V’itamin  Oil.  Default  decree  of  eondemnation  and  de- 
struetion.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  4378.  Sample  No.  60500— P. ) 

Biological  examination  of  this  product  showed  that  it  contained  not  more  than 
175  U.  S.  P.  units  of  vitamin  D  per  gi’am ;  whereas  it  was  labeled  as  containing 
250  U.  S.  P.  units  of  vitamin  D  per  gram.  It  also  contained  false  and  misleading 
claims  in  the  labeling. 

On  April  21,  1011,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  ^Massachusetts 
filed  a  libel  against  the  above-named  product  at  Lexington,  Mass.,  alleging  that 
it  had  been  shipped  by  Bioproducts,  Inc.,  from  Astoria,  Greg.,  on  or  about 
February  11,  1941 ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded. 

The  article  Vv^as  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent,  namely, 
vitamin  D,  bad  been  in  whole  or  in  part  abstracted  therefrom. 

It  was  alleged  to  bo  misbranded  in  that  the  following  statements  on  the  label 
were  false  and  misleading  since  it  would  not  be  efhcacioiis  for  such  purposes : 
“250  USPXI  Units  Vitamin  D  per  gram  *  *  *  Vitamin  A  is  important  to 

good  fur,  to  build  resistance  to  respiratory  diseases,  to  insure  good  breeding, 
to  promote  growth,  to  prevent  urinary  calculi.  Aids  in  maintaining  good  skin 
condition.” 

The  article  was  also  alleged  to  be  adulterated  and  misbranded  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  law  applicable  to  drugs,  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  570. 

On  July  8,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  Judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


2088.  Adulteration  and  niitsbranding’  of  DPS  Formula  No.  54.  U.  S.  v.  35  Bottles 
of  DPS  Formula  No.  54.  Default  cleeree  of  condemnation  and  destruc¬ 
tion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6025.  Sample  No.  61376-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  that  it  was  approximately  50  percent 
deficient  in  vitanTins  A,  C,  and  D. 

On  October  21,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon 
filed  a  libel  against  35  bottles,  each  containing  80  DPS  Formula  No.  54  tablets, 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  July  7  and  August  20, 
1941,  by  Dartell  Laboratories  from  Los  Angeles,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated  and  misbranded. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  valuable  constituents,  i.  e., 
vitamins  A,  C,  and  D,  had  been  in  whole  or  in  part  omitted  or  abstracted 
therefrom. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded:  (1)  In  that  statements  appearing  on  the 
label,  “Each  Tablet  Contains  *  *  *  Vitamin  D  .  .  .  700  USP  XI  Units, 

Vitamin  C  .  .  .  100  International  Units,  Vitamin  A  .  .  .  1000  International 
Units,”  were  false  and  misleading  since  it  contained  less  than  the  stated 
amounts  of  vitamins  A,  C,  and  D.  (2)  In  that  the  following  words  and  device 
appearing  on  the  label,  “DPS  Formula  No.  54,”  were  false  and  misleading  since 
they  referred  and  related  to  the  statement  “DPS  Formula  No.  54  .  .  .  Indi¬ 
cations  :  Hyperacidity,  Nervousness,  Low  blood  calcium,  Moist  type  skin  dis¬ 
orders,  Pregnancy  and  lactation.  Soft  teeth  and  bone.  Respiratory  disorders. 
Asthma,  Sinusitis,  Tuberculosis,”  appearing  in  a  certain  catalog  entitled  “Dartell 
Formulae”  distributed  by  the  consignor  and  in  the  possession  of  the  consignee, 
whereby  said  words  and  device  suggested  and  represented  that  the  article  was 
an  adequate  and  effective  remedy  for  the  conditions  enumerated  in  the  catalog ; 
whereas  it  was  not  an  adequate  and  effective  remedy  for  such  conditions. 
(3)  In  that  it  was  fabricated  from  two  or  more  ingredients  and  the  label 
failed  to  bear  a  list  of  such  ingredients  by  their  common  or  usual  names. 

It  was  also  alleged  to  be  adulterated  and  misbranded  under  the  provisions 
of  the  law  applicable  to  drugs,  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  564. 

On  December  16,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  order  destroyed. 
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2080.  Adulteration  and  misbranding'  of  3IcCollum’s  Vitamin  A  and  D  Tablets. 

V.  S.  V.  8  Bottles  of  McCollum’s  Vitamin  A  and  D  Tablets.  Default 
decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F,  D.  C.  No.  5694.  Sample 
No.  6135S-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  that  it  Avas  more  than  50  percent  de¬ 
ficient  in  vitamin  A  and  more  than  40  percent  deficient  in  vitamin  D. 

On  September  16,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon 
filed  a  libel  against  8  bottles,  each  containing  60  tablets,  of  the  above-named 
product  at  Portland,  Oreg.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or 
about  July  12  and  25,  1941,  by  IMcColliim  Laboratories  from  Hollywood,  Calif. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  valuable  constituents,  namely, 
Autamins  A  and  D,  had  been  in  AAdiole  or  in  part  omitted  or  abstracted  there¬ 
from.  It  Avas  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  on  the  label, 
“Each  tablet  contains  3000  International  Units  of  Vitamin  a  *  *  *  and 
300  International  Units  of  Vitamin  D,”  was  false  and  misleading. 

It  was  also  alleged  to  be  adulterated  and  misbranded  under  the  provisions  of 
the  law  applicable  to  drugs,  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  569. 

On  December  21,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  AA’'as  ordered  destroyed. 

2f)f>0.  Misbranding  of  tliiamin  chloride  B,.  IT.  8.  v.  239  Bottles  of  Thiamin  Chlo¬ 
ride  Bi  with  Accompanying  Lrabeiing.  Defimlt  decree  of  condemnation. 
Product  ordered  distributed  to  local  hospitals.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  4826.  Sam¬ 
ple  No.  50234-E.) 

This  product,  Avhich  Avas  a  milk  sugar  tablet  containing  vitamin  Bi,  contained 
false  and  misleading  statements  on  the  label  regarding  its  value  in  the  correc¬ 
tion  of  the  alcoholic  habit  and  certain  nervous  disturbances. 

On  May  24,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Maryland 
filed  a  libel  against  239  bottles,  each  containing  100  tablets,  of  thiamin  chloride 
Bi  at  Baltimore,  Md.  (on  .Tune  4,  1941,  the  libel  Avas  amended  to  include  ac¬ 
companying  labeling),  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  Geo.  M. 
Beringer,  Inc.,  from  Camden,  N.  J.,  on  or  about  November  11,  1940;  and  charg¬ 
ing  that  it  was  misbranded  in  that  representations  in  the  labeling  regarding 
its  efficacy  in  the  correction  of  the  alcoholic  habit,  nervous  indigestion,  nervous 
headaches,  and  neuralgic  pain,  Avere  false  and  misleading  since  it  Avould  not  be 
efficacious  for  such  purposes. 

It  also  Avas  alleged  to  be  misbranded  under  the  provisions  of  the  laAv  appli¬ 
cable  to  drugs,  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  581. 

On  .July  12,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
AA^as  entered  and  the  product  was  delivered  to  a  local  hospital  for  clinical  use. 

2901.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  Vitamin  A— D  Tablets.  U.  §.  v.  15  Car¬ 
tons  of  Vitamin  A— D  Tablets.  Default  deeree  of  eondemnation  and 
destruetion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5154.  Sample  No.  65018-E.) 

Each  of  these  tablets  was  represented  to  contain  3,1.50  U.  S.  P.  units  of 
vitamin  A,  but  biological  examination  shoAved  that  they  contained  not  more 
than  2,-500  U.  S.  P.  units  of  vitamin  A  per  tablet. 

On  July  15,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado  filed 
a  libel  against  15  cartons  each  containing  90  vitamin  A-D  tablets  at  Denver, 
Colo.,  Avhich  had  been  consigned  by  Bleything  Laboratories,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  from  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  or  about  March  7  and  11, 
1941 ;  and  charging  that  it  AAms  adulterated  and  misbranded. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent, 
namely,  vitamin  A,  had  been  in  Avhole  or  in  part  omitted  or  abstracted  there¬ 
from.  It  Avas  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  on  the  label, 
“Each  tablet  contains  not  less  than  3,1-50  U.  S.  P.  units  of  vitamin  ‘A’,”  Avas  false 
and  misleading. 

It  Avas  also  alleged  to  be  adulterated  and  misbranded  under  the  provisions 
of  the  laAV  applicable  to  drugs,  as  repo-rted  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  475. 

On  September  17,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  Avas  entered  and  the  product  A\^as  ordered  destroyed. 

MISCELLANEOUS 

2992.  Mi.sbrancling  of  gelatin.  U.  S.  w  59  Dozen  Cartons  of  Gelatin.  Default 
deeree  of  eondemnation.  Frodiiet  ordered  delivered  to  a  loeal  chari¬ 
table  orgjinization.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5470.  Sample  No.  74304— E.) 

Each  carton  of  this  product  contained  a  paper  bag  of  gelatin  and  a  recipe 
booklet.  The  gelatin  occupied  on  an  average  only  about  40  percent  of  the 
capacity  of  the  carton. 
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On  August  28,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey 
filed  a  libel  against  59  dozen  cartons  of  gelatin  at  Newark,  N.  J.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  June  17,  1941,  by  Peter  Cooper’s 
Gelatine  from  New  York,  N,  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded  in  that 
its  container  was  so  made,  formed,  or  filled  as  to  be  misleading.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part:  (Cartons)  “Peter  Cooper’s  Clarified  Gelatine  Jellies,  Blanc 
Mange,  Charlotte  Russe  *  *  *  i^et  Weight  11^  Ozs.” 

On  November  18,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  .judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  a  local  charitable 
organization. 

29i)3.  Adulteration  of  boiiita  livers.  U.  S.  v.  122  Cans  of  Bonita  Livers.  Con¬ 
sent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  5417.  Sample  No.  63538-E.) 

Portions  of  this  product  were  found  to  be  decomposed  and  putrid. 

On  August  20,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington  filed  a  libel  against  122  5-gallon  cans  of  bonita  livers  at  Seattle, 
Wash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  Parke,  Davis  &  Co.  from 
San  Francisco,  Calif.,  on  or  about  July  30,  1941 ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  and 
decomposed  substance. 

It  also  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  under  the  provisions  of  the  law  applicable 
to  drugs,  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  560. 

On  September  10,  1941,  Parke,  Davis  &  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  brought  into  compliance 
with  the  law  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
Subsequently  all  the  cans  containing  the  product  were  inspected  and  those 
found  to^be  unfit  were  destroyed. 

2994.  Misbranding  of  Earles  Vital  Vim.  U.  S.  v.  8  Cases  of  Wlieat  Germ.  De¬ 

fault  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  4770.  Sam¬ 
ple  No.  47271-E.) 

The  labeling  of  this  product  contained  false  and  misleading  therapeutic  claims. 

On  May  19,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  8  cases,  each  containing  24  18-ounce  packages,  of  a 
product  labeled  “Earles  Vital  Vim  *  *  *  pure  Wheat  Germ”  at  Chicago,  Ill., 

alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  W.  H.  Earles  Co.  on  or  about 
April  25,  1941 ;  and. charging  that  it  was  misbranded. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  statements  in  the  labeling 
which  represented  that  it  was  efficacious  to  restore  and  maintain  health  and 
vigor ;  that  it  would  be  efficacious  in  the  prevention  and  treatment  of  over¬ 
weight,  underweight,  fatigue,  colitis,  constipation,  neuritis,  arthritis,  stomach 
troubles,  indigestion,  high  blood  pressure,  hardening  of  the  arteries,  and  sleep¬ 
lessness;  that  it  would  be  efficacious  to  strengthen  the  digestive  organs,  assist 
intestinal  activity,  and  bring  about  good  digestion  and  proper  assimilation ;  and 
that  it  would  be  efficacious  to  soothe  the  nerves  and  improve  the  circulation, 
tone  the  arteries,  invigorate  the  heart  muscles  and  normalize  blood  pressure; 
and  ward  off  or  prevent  common  colds  or  grip,  were  false  and  misleading  since 
it  would  not  be  efficacious  for  such  purposes. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  also  under  the  provisions  of  the  law  applicable 
to  drugs,  as  reported  in  notices  of  judgment  on  drugs  and  devices. 

On  October  1,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

2995.  Misbranding:  of  Lisbus.  U.  S.  v.  19  Cases  of  Lisbus.  Default  decree  of 

condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  4043.  Sample  No.  55692— E.). 

This  product  was  falsely  labeled  as  an  ideal  baby  food. 

On  April  11,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon  filed 
a  libel  against  19  cases  of  Lishus  at  Portland,  Oreg.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  January  13,  1941,  by  Dr. 
Jackson  Foods  from  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded  in 
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that  the  statement  on  tlie  carton,  “Lislius  is  an  ideal  baby  food,”  was  false  and 
misleading  since  it  was  incorrect. 

It  was  also  alleged  to  be  niisltranded  further  under  the  provisions  of  the  law 
applicable  to  drugs,  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  579. 

On  May  13,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


Nos.  2996  to  3000  report  actions  based  on  interstate  shipments  of  Nature’s 
INIinerals  (in  tablet  and  in  powder  form)  which,  with  the  exception  of  one  ship¬ 
ment,  contained  fluorine  in  amounts  which  might  have  rendered  them  injurious 
to  health ;  and  with  the  exception  of  the  shipment  described  in  No.  2898,  bore 
false  and  misleading  therapeutic  claims  in  the  labeling. 


2996,  Adulteration  and  misbranding-  of  Nature’s  Minerals  Compound.  U.  S. 

V.  Perry  B.  Smitla  and  Tbornton  II.  Smith  (Nature’s  Mineral  Co.).  Pleas 
of  guilty.  Fines,  .$200.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  4178.  Sample  Nos.  2G127-E,  26128-E, 

•  26483-E,  2G484-E,  35031-E,  3o032-E.) 


On  October  27,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Indiana  filed  an  information  against  Perry  B.  Smith  and  Thornton  B.  Smith, 
trading  as  Nature’s  Mineral  Co.,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  alleging  shipment  from  the 
State  of  Indiana  into  the  States  of  Louisiana  and  Oregon,  on  or  about  August 
26  and  29  and  October  4,  1940,  of  quantities  of  Nature’s  Mineral  Compound  in 
powder  and  tablet  form  which  was  adulterated  and  misbranded. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  contained  a  poisonous 
substance,  namely,  fluorine,  in  an  amount  which  might  have  rendered  it  injurious 
to  health. 

The  shipment  of  August  29,  1940,  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  state¬ 
ments  appearing  on  the  carton  and  bottle  labels  and  the  design  in  an  accom¬ 
panying  circular  of  a  hotel  surrounded  by  palm  trees  underneath  which  appeared 
the  words  “Instead  of  $2CO.OO  or  ^300.00  a  Month,”  followed  by  an  arrow  showing 
a  home  underneath  which  were  the  words  “You  spend  Only  $3.00  or  10^  Per  Day,” 
and  representations  that  the  article  could  be  used  safely  as  an  aid  in  supplying 
the  minerals  sometimes  found  deficient  in  the  ordinary  diet ;  that  it  would  be 
efficacious  in  the  treatment  and  alleviation  of  conditions  for  which  a  sojourn  at 
a  health  resort  is  customarily  prescribed ;  that  the  body  normally  requires  the 
administration  of  alkaline  substances  to  supplement  those  supplied  by  the  usual 
and  ordinary  diet ;  that  the  effect  of  modern  diet  has  been  to  modify  the  normal 
acid-alkali  balance  and,  in  cases  of  unbalance  of  the  acid-alkali  ratio,  that  the  arti¬ 
cle  would  correct  such  unbalance ;  that  it  would  restore  health  and  prevent  weak¬ 
ness  ;  that  the  article  was  necessary  to  render  the  blood  stream  alkaline  ;  that  the 
ordinary  diet  is  lacking  in  minerals  and  vitamins,  which  results  in  draining  the 
system  of  its  alkaline  reserve ;  that  it  would  correct  the  causes  of  flabby  tissues 
and  the  effects  of  faulty  elimination  ;  that  it  would  be  efficacious  to  insure  that  the 
user  would  live  to  an  advanced  age  without  seeming  old  or  losing  his  capacity  to 
think  or  work ;  that  it  contained  minerals  which  must  be  supplied  specially ;  that 
it  was  needed  for  the  proper  functioning  of  important  body  processes ;  that  the 
ordinary  diet  is  deficient  in  minerals ;  that  99  percent  of  conditions  of  under¬ 
nourishment  are  due  to  an  acid  condition  and  that  it  would  enable  every  organ 
of  the  body  to  be  nourished ;  that  sickness,  suffering,  and  shortness  of  life  due  to 
lack  of  minerals  are  general  menaces  ;  and  that  it  would  be  efficacious  to  maintain 
or  restore  health,  prevent  loss  of  vitality,  and  remineralize  the  system,  were  false 
and  misleading. 

The  remainder  of  the  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  further  in  that  the 
statement  appearing  on  the  cartons  and  bottles,  “Nature’s  Minerals  *  *  *  May 
be  used  as  an  aid  in  supplying  in  concrete  form  the  minerals  sometimes  found 
deficient  in  the  ordinary  diet,”  were  false  and  misleading  since  they  represented 
that  it  could  be  used  safely  as  an  aid  in  supplying  the  minerals  sometimes  found 
deficient  in  the  ordinary  diet;  whereas  it  could  not  be  used  safely  for  such 
purpose  because  of  the  presence  of  fluorine  in  deleterious  amounts. 

The  article  was  alsq  alleged  to  be  misbranded  under  the  provisions  of  the  law 
applicable  to  drugs,  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  541. 

On  January  31,  1942,  the  defendants  having  entered  pleas  of  guilty,  the  court' 
imposed  fines  of  $150  against  Perry  B.  Smith  and  $50  against  Thornton  B.  Smith. 
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2007.  Adultt' ration  ami  misbranding  of  Nature’s  Minerals  Compound.  U.  ?.  v. 

28  Vials  of  Nature’s  Minerals  Compound  Tablets  and  24  Roxes  of  Na¬ 
ture’s  Minerals  Compound  (and  2  other  seizures  of  similar  pr»du<*ts). 
Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  3121, 
3122,  3379.  3380.  Sample  Nos.  26483-E,  2G484-E.  35031-E.  35032-E.) 

On  October  4  and  November  20,  1940,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the 
Southern  District  of  ^Mississippi  and  the  District  of  Oregon  tiled  libels  against 
28  vials  of  Nature’s  Minerals  Ooinpound  Tablets  and  24  boxes  of  Nature’s  Min¬ 
erals  Compound  (in  powder  form)  at  Bay  St.  Louis,  Miss.,  and  12  bottles  of 
Nature’s  Minerals  Compound  Tablets  and  21  cartons  of  Nature’s  Minerals  Com¬ 
pounds  (in  powder  form)  at  Portland,  Oreg.,  alleging  that  the  ariicles  had  been 
shipped  on  or  ahout  August  29  and  on  or  about  October  4,  1940,  by  Nature's 
IMineral  Co.  from  Indianaiiolis,  Ind. ;  and  charging  that  they  were  adulterated 
and  misbranded. 

The  articles  were  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  they  contained  a  poison¬ 
ous  or  deleterious  substance,  namely,  fluorine,  which  might  have  rendered 
them  injurious  to  health. 

They  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  representations  in  the  labeling 
[these  representations  are  set  forth  in  P.  N.  J.  No.  2996]  were  false  and  misleading- 
si  nee  the.v  would  not  be  efficacious  for  such  purposes. 

They  also  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded  under  the  provisions  of  the  law 
applicable  to  drugs,  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  542. 

On  January  7  and  February  25,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judg¬ 
ments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  products  were  ordered  destroyed. 

25>OS.  Adulteration  of  Nature’s  3fiiierals.  U.  S.  v.  04  Bottles  of  Nature’s  3Iin- 
erals  Tablets  ami  15  Cartons  and  IP  Cartons  of  Nature’s  Minerals  P«>\V“ 
der.  Defa^ilt  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  U.  C.  No. 
4819.  Sample  Nos.  32094-E  to  32696-E.  incl.) 

Cii  May  23,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
California  hied  a  libel  against  the  above-named  articles  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif., 
alleging  that  they  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  September  19  and  28,  1940, 
and  April  18,  JOll,  by  Nature’s  Minerals  Food  Co.  from  Indianapolis,  Ind.; 
and  charging  that  they  Vv^'ere  adulterated. 

The  articles  were  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  they  contained  a  poisonous 
or  deleterious  substance,  namely,  lluorine,  which  might  have  rendered  them 
injurious  to  health. 

They  also  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded  under  the  provisions  of  the  law 
applicable  to  drugs,  as  repoiled  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  543. 

On  June  17,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

2099.  Adulteration  ami  mi.sbranding  of  Nature’s  Minerals.  U.  S.  v.  40  12-Oance 
Paekaf^es,  10  <>-0«nce  Packages,  and  15  4-Ouiice  Packages  of  Nature’s 
Minerals.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C. 

No.  4208.  Sample  Nos.  55461-E,  55462-E.) 

On  April  15,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington  hied  a  libel  against  the  above-named  product  at  Tacoma,  Wash., 
alleging  that  it  had  been  shipped  in  part  by  P.  G.  Jnrich  from  Pasadena,  Calif., 
on  or  about  September  13,  1940,  and  January  9,  1941,  and  in  part  by  Nature’s 
Mineral  Co.  from  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  on  or  about  September  17,  1940 ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  contained  a  poisonous 
or  deleterious  substance,  namely,  hnorine,  which  might  have  rendered  it  ii  jnricus 
to  health. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded;  (1)  In  that  the  statements,  “Nature’s  Min¬ 
erals  may  be  used  as  an  aid  in  supplying  in  concrete  form  the  minerals  sometimes 
found  deheient  in  'the  ordinary  diet.  *  *  *  Recommended  as  a  scientific  com¬ 
bination  of  minerals  capable  of  being  utilized  by  the  different  organs  of  the  b,)dy. 
*  *  *  Best  results  will  be  obtained  by  placing  dry  on  the  tongue,’’  were  false  and 
misleading,  (2)  In  that  statements  on  display  cards  representing  that  it  would 
be  efficacious  in  the  treatment  or  prevention  of  cancer,  colds,  hardening  of  tlie 
arteries,  diabetes,  stomach,  blood,  kidney,  and  bladder  trouble,  colitis,  rheuma¬ 
tism,  neuritis,  and  gallstone,  and  that  by  its  use  the  purchaser  would  enjoy 
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joyous  and  lasting  health,  were  false  and  misleading  since  it  would  not  be  effica¬ 
cious  for  such  purposes.  (3)  In  that  representations  in  an  accompanying  circular 
[these  representations  are  set  forth  in  F.  N.  J.  No.  2996]  were  false  and 
misleading  since  it  would  not  be  efficacious  for  such  purposes. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  under  the  provisions  of  the  law  applicable  to 
drugs,  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  544. 

On  June  30,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

» 

oOOO.  Adulteration  and  misbranding:  of  Nature’s  Minerals  Compounds.  U.  S.  v. 

8  Bottles  of  Nature’s  Minerals  Compounds  Tablets,  and  18  Cans  ami  20 
Cans  of  Nature’s  Minerals  Compounds  Powder.  Default  decree  of  con¬ 
demnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  4010.  Sample  Nos.  554.34— E  to 
55436-E,  incl.) 

On  March  21,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington  filed  a  libel  against  the  above-named  product  at  Seattle,  Wash., 
alleging  that  it  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  January  9  and  24,  1941,  by  P.  G. 
Jurich  from  Pasadena,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and 
misbranded. 

Portions  of  the  article  (8  bottles  and  18  cans)  were  alleged  to  be  adulterated 
in  that  it  contained  a  poisonous  or  deleterious  substance,  namely,  fluorine,  whi^h 
might  have  rendered  it  injurious  to  health. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded :  (1)  In  that  the  following  statements 
(8  bottles)  “Nature’s  Minerals  *  *  May  be  used  as  an  aid  in  supplying 

in  concrete  form  the  minerals  sometimes  found  deficient  in  the  ordinary  diet” ; 
(18  (?ans)  “Nature’s  Minerals  *  *  *  ‘Nature’s  Minerals’  is  an  organic  and 

inorgan' c  combination  representing  mineral  constituents  which  occur  in  the  human 
body.  *  *  *  Best  results  will  be  obtained  by  placing  dry  on  the  tongue 
*  *  jjjjy  pg  used  as  an  aid  in  supplying  in  concrete  form  the  minerals 

sometimes  found  deficient  in  the  ordinary  diet”;  and  (20  cans)  “Nature’s  Min¬ 
erals  *  *  *  Best  results  will  be  obtained  by  placing  dry  on  tongue,”  were  false 
and  misleading.  (2)  In  that  statements  on  accompanying  display  cards  and  in 
circulars  which  represented  that  it  would  be  efficacious  in  the  treatment  of 
arthritis,  neuritis,  sciatica,  indigestion,  diabetes,  colitis,  gastritis,  skin  and  nervous 
ailments ;  that  it  would  remineralize  the  system  and  rebuild  the  glands ;  that  it 
would  insure  the  user  that  he  would  live  to  an  advanced  age  without  seeming  old 
or  losing  his  capacity  to  think  or  work;  that  it  would  drain  the  acids  from  the 
tissue  cells;  that  it  would  enter  directly  into  the  blood  and  would  be  carried  to 
every  gland,  organ,  nerve  and  muscular  cell  and  supply  any  element  lacking  or 
deficient ;  that  it  would  banish  acid  conditions  of  the  stomach  and  help  digestion ; 
that  it  would  have  a  purifying  action  on  the  blood  and  aid  in  the  elimination  of 
waste  matter  ;  that  it  would  “Bring  the  great  health  Resorts  right  into  your  own 
home”  and  would  alleviate  conditions  for  which  a  sojourn  at  such  resorts  is 
customarily  prescribed ;  that  it  would  produce  fine  results  in  the  treatment  of 
hives,  goiter,  diabetes,  colitis,  rheumatism,  high  blood  pressure,  and  liver,  stomach, 
kidney  and  bladder  troubles ;  that  its  use  would  prevent  the  development  of  goiter, 
skin  disease,  neuritis,  obesity,  rickets,  anemia,  weakness,  asthma,  stomach  trouble, 
eczema,  subnormal  growth,  nervous  exhaustion,  rheumatism,  kidney  and  bladder 
trouble,  constipation,  acidosis  and  heart  disorders,  arthritis,  blood  disorders,  high 
blood  pressure,  stomach  ulcers,  diabetes,  bladder  and  kidney  ulcers,  tumors, 
mental  and  physical  exhaustion,  and  premature  old  age ;  and  that  users  might 
reasonably  expect  the  article  to  produce  normal  bone  development,  thyroid  health 
and  vitality,  improved  metabolism,  red  blood  cells,  increased  vitality,  good 
teeth,  alkalinity,  normal  cell  activity,  sturdy  bones,  clear  thought,  good  digestion, 
increased  gastric  juices,  improved  heart  and  liver  action,  improved  body  tissue, 
clear  skin,  steady  nerves,  better  health  and  vitality  and  to  dissolve  calcium  in 
arthritis,  purify  the  blood,  nourish  every  gland  and  organ,  eliminate  poisons  and 
acids,  improve  digestion  and  prevent  fermentation,  were  false  and  misleading  since 
it  would  not  be  efficacious  for  such  purposes. 

It  also  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  under  the  provisions  of  the  law  applicable 
to  drugs,  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  545. 

On  June  23,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  pi’odnct  was  ordered  destroyed. 
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N.  J.  No. 


Adiron _ 29S6 

Apples _  2899-2904 

Apricots,  dried _  2943 

Ayds  Candy -  2970 

Beverages  and  beverage  materials-  2826-2830 

Bio  Vita  Vitamin  Oil -  2987 

Blackberries,  canned -  2910-2912 

Blueberries _  2905-2907 

Bo-Go-Ha-Ma  Mineral  Springs  Water-  2830 

Bonita  livers -  2993 

Brazil  nuts -  2951-2954 

Butter _  2859-2869 

Cake  flour -  2838 

Candy -  2967-2978 

Cayenne  pepper _  2984 

Cereal,  breakiast -  2854 

products _ ^  2831—2854 

Cheese _  2870,  2871 

Cherries,  canned _  2913 

Cherry  flavor -  2828 

Chocolate  flavor -  2829 

milk  flavor -  2828 

Cloves _  2983 

Codflsh,  frozen -  2881,  2882 

salt _  2897 

Cod-liver  oil  extract.  Bee  Codroil. 

Codroil _  2857 

Coffee,  canned -  2826 

Corn,  canned -  2920—2923 

flakes,  confectioner’s _  2853 

meal _  2846-2850 

oil _  2961,  2963 

and  olive  oil -  2962 

Cottonseed  cake  and  nu  al -  2855 

oil _  2963 

Cream _  2872-2875 

of  Maize _  2853 

Curry  powder -  2983 

Dairy  products _  2859-2875 

DPS  Formula  No.  54 _  2988 

Earles  Vital  Vim _  2994 

Egg(s) _  2876-2880 

frozen _  2876-2879 

yolk,  dried _  2880 

Feed _  2855-2858 

Finnan  baddies _  2898 

Fish  balls,  canned _  2896 

frozen _  2881-2891 

Fisheries  products _  2881-2898 

Flavors _  2979-2982 

Flour _ 1  2831-2845 

Fruit (s)  and  vegetable (s) _  2899-2948 

fruits,  canned _  2910-2919 

dried -  2943-2!)48 

fresh -  2899-2907 

frozen _  2908,  290!) 

products - 29.38-2942 

tomatoes  and  tomato  products-  2928—2937 

vegetables,  canned _  2920-2932 

Gelatin _  2992 

Ginger  root -  2985 

Grape  flavor -  2828 


N.  J.  No. 

Haddock,  frozen _  2883-2886,  2890 

Herring,  kippered _  2898 

Lemon  flavor _  2827,  2981,  2982 

Lishus _  2995 


Macaroni -  2851 

products -  2851,  2852 

McCollum’s  Vitamin  A  and  D  Tablets-  2989 

Nature’s  Minerals _  2996-3000 

Noodles - • _  2851,  2852 

Nutmeg _  2983 

Nuts,  mixed -  2953 

and  nut  products -  2951-2957 

Oh-My  Dri-Myx _  2829 

Oleomargarine -  2965,  2966 


Olive  oil  and  olive  oil  mixtures —  2958-2964 


Oysters _  2892-2895 

Paprika _  2984 

Pastry  and  cake  flour _  2838 

Peaches,  canned _  2914-2918 


dried 


2944 


Peanut  (s) -  2955 

butter -  2957 

meal -  2856 

oil _  2962 

Pears,  canned _  2919 

Peas,  canned _  2924-2926 

Pecans _  2956 

Pepper -  2983 

Perch,  frozen _  2882, 

2886,  2887,  2890,  2891 

Pickles,  dill _  2941 

Pollack,  frozen _  2888 

Poultry -  2949,  2950 

Preserves  and  jams -  293^2940 

Pro-Gro -  2858 

Prunes -  2945,  2946 

Pumpernickel  flour _  2845 

Raisins _  294^  2948 

Reducing  preparations -  297d-2978 

Rice,  puffed -  2854 

Rye  flour _ i  2831,  2845 

Self-rising  flour _  2834-2837,  2839-2842 

Slend-R-Form  Candy _  2977,  2978 

Soy  sauce -  2942 

Spaghetti -  2851 

Spices _  2983-2985 

Spinach,  canned _  2927 

Strawberries,  frozen _  2908,  2909 

Thiamin  chloride  Bi -  2990 

Tomato  (es)  — 

canned _  2928-2932 

juice _  2934-2936 

paste _  2937 

puree _  2933,  2934 

sauce -  2937 

Turkeys _  2949,  2950 

Vanilla  flavor _ 2828,  2970-2982 

Vitamin  A-D  Tablets _  2991 

Vitamin  preparations-  28-54,  2857,  2986-2991 

Water,  mineral -  2830 

Wheat  germ _  2994 

Whiting,  frozen _  2889,  2890 

Whole  wheat  flour _  2838 


SHIPPERS,  PROCESSORS,  AND  DISTRIBUTORS 


Abilene  Flour  Mills  Co. :  '  N.  J.  No. 

flour -  2835 

American  Beauty  Macaroni  Co.  : 

macaroni  products _  2851 

Arkansas  City  Flour  Mills  Co. : 

flour _  2840 

Armour  Sc  Co. : 

butter -  2859 

Armour  Creameries  : 

butter _  2859,  2863 


Atlantic  Coast  Fisheries  :  N.  J.  No. 

whiting,  frozen _  2889 

Atlas,  Harry,  Sons,  Inc.  : 

eggs,  frozen _  2879 

Baxter  &  Kerr,  Inc.  : 

perch,  frozen -  2887 

Bay  State  Milling  Co. ; 

flour _ ■ _  2832,  2833 

Beringer,  Geo.  M.,  Inc.  : 

thiamin  chloride  Bi  tablets -  2990 


1  Permanent  injunction  issued. 
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Best  Packing  Co.,  Inc.  :  N.  J.  No. 

vegetable  oils _  2802 

Biddle.  Koy,  &  Sons  : 

apples -  2889 

Bioprodncts,  Inc.  : 

Bio  Vita  Vitamin  Oil -  2987 

Blair  Milling  Co.  : 

flour _  2834 

Bleytliing  Laboratories  : 

Vitamin  A-D  Tablets _  2991 

Blue  Ribbon  Candy  Co.  : 

candy _  2969 

Blue  Star  Produce,  Inc.  : 

eggs,  frozen _  2879 

B.  M.  C.  Fruit  Co.,  Inc.  ; 

apples _  2904 

Bodle,  R.  D.,  Co. : 

strawberries,  frozen _  2908 

Booth  Fisheries  Corporation  : 

frozen  fish _  2890 

Bowmar,  A.  M. : 

cream _  2873 

Brown,  L.  G. : 

apples _  2899 

Brush  Creek  Cheese  Factory  : 

Cheddar  cheese _  2870 

Bunte  Bros.  : 

candy _  2970 

Busalacchi,  T.  &  J.,  Inc.  : 

perch,  frozen _  2882 

Camp,  W.  A.,  Co.,  Inc.  : 

Brazil  nuts -  2951 

Cape  Fish  Co.  : 

codflsh,  frozen _  2881 

Chicago  Candy  Association  : 

candy -  2970 

Chippewa  Canning  Co.  : 

corn,  canned _ 2920 

Churngold  Corporation  : 

oleomargarine _ 2965 

Clinton  Butter  Co.  : 

butter _  2860 

Coffman,  T.  C.,  &  Son  : 

apples -  2900 

Collin.s-Lee  Co.  : 

codflsh,  salt -  2897 

fish,  smoked _  2898 

haddock,  frozen _  2883 

Colonial  Candy  Co.  : 

flavoring  sirups _  2828 

Colonial  Milling  Co. : 

flour -  2835 

Colonial  Stores,  Inc.  : 

peaches,  canned -  2914 

Columbia  Canning  Co.  : 

corn,  canned _  2921 

Columbus  Wholesale  Grocery  Co. : 

olive  oil _  2958 

Commercial  Coffee  Co.  : 

vanilla  flavor _ 2979 

Consolidated  Packing  Co.  : 

raisins -  2947 

Continental  Oil  Co. : 

spices _  2983 

Cooper  &  Sissons,  Inc.  : 

prunes _  2946 

Cooper’s,  Peter,  Gelatine  : 

gelatin _  2992 

Crampton  Canneries,  Inc.  : 

tomato  puree -  2933 

Cudahy  Packing  Co.  : 

butter -  2860 

eggs,  frozen -  2876,  2877 

Cutlip,  L.  II.  : 

cream -  2872 

Dairymen’s  Co-Op  Sales  Association  : 

cream _  2874 

Dartell  Laboratories  : 

DPS  Formula  No.  54 -  2988 

Decatur  Milling  Co.,  Inc.  : 

Cream  of  Maize -  2853 

Delight  Sweets,  Inc.  : 

candy -  2975 

Dennis.  Anna  : 

cream _  2873 

Dickey-Davis  Co.  : 

butter -  2869 

Dixie-Portland  Fiour  Co. : 

flour _  2836 
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Domestic  Oil  Co.  :  N.  J.  No. 

imitation  olive  oil _  2963 

Doeelson  &  I’oston  : 

spinach,  canned _  2927 

Earles,  W.  II.,  Co. : 

wheat  germ -  2994 

Eisenmayer  Milling  Co.  : 

flour -  2839 

Eldridge,  R.  : 

blueberries _  2905 

Ellsworth,  Frank,  Co. : 

haddock,  frozen -  2885 

El  Mar  Packing  Co, : 

raisins -  2948 

El  Solyo  Ranch  : 

apricots,  dried -  2943 

Enipire  State  Canning  Co.  : 

corn,  canned _  2922 

Fairmont  Creamery  Co.  : 

cream _  2872 

Farmers  Creamery  : 

butter -  2861 

Field.  II.  M.,  Inc.  : 

dill  pickles _  2941 

Field,  Walter  M.,  &  Co. : 

tomatoes,  canned -  2932 

Filbert,  J.  H.,  Inc.  ; 

oleomargarine _  2966 

Fiorelli,  Enrico,  Co.  : 

olive  oil -  2959 

Fisher,  J.  T.,  &  Son  : 

cream -  2872 

Food  Products  Co.  of  America  : 

flour -  2843 

Gary  Supply  Co. : 

olive  oil _  2960 

General  Desserts  Corporation  : 

vanilla  extract _  2980 

General  Foods  Sales  Co.,  Inc. : 

Brazil  nuts -  2952 

General  Fruit  Products  Co.,  Inc. : 

lemon  flavor  crystals _  2827 

General  Mills,  Inc. : 

flour -  2839 

Giant  Food  Shopping  Center  : 

oleomargarine _  2966 

Gloucester  Seafoods  Corporation  ; 

perch,  frozen _  2888 

Golden  West  Products  Co.  : 

preserves -  2938 

Gorton-Pew  Fisheries  Co.,  Ltd.  : 

perch,  frozen -  2891 

Graham  Co.,  Inc.  : 

nuts _  2953 

Granada  Cheese  Factory  : 

Cheddar  cheese _  2870 

Great  Atlantic  &  Pacific  Tea  Co.  : 

codflsh,  salt _  2897 

fish,  frozen _  2891 

Green,  Clyde  : 

Cheddar  cheese -  2870 

Hatch,  J.  E.  See  Mutual  Creamery 
Co. 

Hertzwig,  Olaf.  Trading  Co.,  Inc. : 

fish  balls,  canned _  2896 

Ilighlanding  Creamery  : 

butter -  2865 

Hodges  Candy  Co.  : 

candy _  2967 

Hodges,  M.  D.  See  Hodges  Candy  Co. 
Hollister  Canning  Co.  ; 

tomato  products -  2937 

Hotcan  Corporation  : 

coffee,  canned -  2826 

Houston  Milling  Co.  : 

corn  meal -  2847 

Hunter,  Walton  &  Co. : 

butter _  2865 

Husler  Flour  Mills  : 

flour _  2838 

Igleheart  Bros.,  Inc. : 

self-rising  flour _  2837 

Ikenberry  Canning  Co.  : 

peaches,  canned _ _  2917 

Imperial  Candy  Co.  : 

candy _  2971 


Independent  Grocers  Alliance  Distrib¬ 
uting  Co.  :  ■ 

flour - 
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Indiana  Flour  Co.,  Inc.:  N.  J.  No. 

self-rising  flour -  2837 

Indiana  Packing  Co.  : 

tomato  juice - - -  2935 

International  Milling  Co.  : 

flour _  2832,  2833 

Inter-State  Grocer  Co. : 

flour _  2843 

Jackson,  Dr.,  Foods  : 

Lislius -  2995 

Jaqua  Co. : 

tomatoes,  canned -  2930 

Jaxon  Foods,  Inc. : 

peanut  butter -  2957 

Tlenkins,  Doris  : 

cieam -  2874 

Juricli,  P.  G.  : 

Nature's  Minerals -  2999,  3000 

Katz,  A.  : 

rye  flour - ^  2831 

Kelly,  William,  Milling  Co.  : 

flour _  2832,  2833 

Koeller  Orchard  : 

apples -  2901 

Kostick  Bros.  : 

blueberries -  2906 


Kroeger,  N.  A.  See  Kroeger,  N.  A..  & 
Co. 


Kroeger,  N.  A.,  &  Co.  : 

candy -  2968 

Landsberger  Creamery  &  Produce  Co.  : 

butter _  2866 

Lapel  Canning  Co.  : 

peas,  canned -  2924 

Lawrence  Laboratories  : 

Adiron -  2986 


Levy,  R.,  &  Co. : 

Brazil  nuts -  2954 

Lewis  Sales  Co.  : 

candy -  2973 

Libby,  McNeill  &  Libby  : 

prunes -  2945 

Loeb,  Sol,  Co. : 

vanilla  flavor -  2982 

Lucerne  Cream  &  Butter  Co. : 

eggs,  frozen -  2878 

Madsen,  A. : 

butter _  2862 

Majestic  Flour  Mills  : 

flour _  2839,  2840 

Marino  Edible  Oil  Co. : 

imitation  olive  oil _  2964 

Martindale,  Thomas,  &  Co. : 

Slend-R-Form  Candy _  2977 

Massarelli,  John  : 

bluobei’ries _  2907 

Massimino,  F.  ; 

imitation  olive  oil -  2963 

McCollum  Laboratories  : 

McCollum’s  Vitamin  A  and  D  Tab¬ 
lets _  2989 

McGrath,  H.  J.,  Co.  : 

tomatoes,  canned -  2931 

Miles  Oyster  Co.  : 

oysters -  2892 

Miller  Cereal  Mills  : 

corn  meal -  2848 

Montana  Flour  Mills  Co. : 

flour _  2832,  2833 

Morgan-Aclams  Co. : 

corn,  canned _  2923 

peas,  canned _ 2925 

Morse,  E.  G.  : 

turkeys _  2949 

Mutual  Creamery  Co. : 

butter - 2868 

Cheddar  cheese _  2871 

Mutual  Spice  Co.,  Inc. : 

spices _  2983 

Nalley’s,  Inc. : 

blackberries,  canned _  2910 

Nature’s  Mineral  Co. : 


Nature’s  Minerals  Food  Co. : 

Nature’s  Minerals — , -  2998 

Nelson  Canning  Co.,  Inc. : 

peaches,  canned -  2915 

New  England  Fillet  Co.,  Inc. : 

flsh,  frozen _  2886 


1  Permanent  injunction  Issued. 


New  Era  Milling  Co. :  N.  J.  No. 

flour _  2832,  2833 

Northwest  Dairy  Forwarding  Co.  : 

butter _  2867 

Oelerich  &  Berry  Co.  : 

jams -  2939 

O’Hara,  F.  J.,  &  Sons,  Inc.  : 

haddock,  frozen _  2885 

Oh-My  Chocolate  Co. : 

Oli-My  Dri-Myx -  2829 

Olson,  H.  D.  : 

tomatoes,  canned _  2928 

Olympia  Canning  Co.  : 

blackberries,  canned - 2911 

Pacific  Northwest  Canning  Co.  : 

cherries,  canned -  2913 

Parke,  Davis  &  Co.  : 

bonita  livers _  2993 

Perkerson’s,  J.  D.,  Sons: 

corn  meal _  2849 

Phillips  Packing  Co.  : 

peas,  canned _  2926 

Pho-So-Ash  Products  Corporation  : 

Codroil -  2857 

Phyleen  Candy  Co.  : 

candy _  2972 

Pickwick  Products,  Inc.  : 

blackberries,  canned _  2911 

Pilley,  Frank,  &  Sons,  Inc. : 

butter -  2863 

Pipestone  Produce  Co.  : 

butler -  2867 

Plantation  Extract  Corporation  : 

flavors _  2982 

Portland  Fish  Co. : 

pollack,  frozen -  2888 

Price,  H. : 

puniT^ei  nickel  flour _  2845 

Price,  W.  J. : 

cream -  2873 

Pro-Gro'Co.  : 

Pro-Gro _  2858 

Pruitt  Produce  Co.  : 

turkeys _  2950 

Pure  Foods  Corporation  : 

pears,  canned -  2919 

Purity  Stores,  Ltd. : 

flavors _  2981 

Quaker  Oats  Co. : 

corn  mral _  2846 

Railton,  B.  A.,  Co.  : 

tomato  puree _  2934 

Richardson.  R.  B.  : 

pumpei-nickel  flour _  2845 

Richmond-Cbase  Co.  : 

peaches,  dried _  2944 

Riggin,  W.  E.,  &  Co.  : 

oysters _  2893 

Riley  Products.  Inc.  : 

Slend-R-Form  Candy _  2977,  2978 

Roberts  Bros.,  Inc.  : 

peaches,  canned _  2918 

Robinson  Milling  Co.  : 

flour _  2834,  2842 

Rogol  Distributors,  Inc.  : 

spray  egg  yolk _  2880 

Roma,  Frank  : 

olive  oil _  2961 

Rosier,  Ode  : 

cream -  2873 

Royal-Stafolife  Mills  : 

corn  meal _  2850 

Salamonie  Packing  Co. ; 

tomato  products _  2934 

Schaper  Products  Co. : 

apples _  2902 

Scoggins,  J.  J..  &  Co.  : 

haddock,  frozen -  2883 


Seymour,  H.  M.  See  Seymour  Or¬ 
chards. 


Seymour  Orchards  : 

apples - 

Shawnee  Milling  Co.  : 

flour _ 

Shellabarger  Mill  &  Elevator  Co. : 

flour _  2832, 

Skaggs,  O.  P.  : 

butter - 


2903 

2841 

2833 

2868 
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Slade  Gorton  Co.  :  N.  J.  No. 

fish,  frozen -  2882 


Smith,  P.  B.  See  Nature’s  Mineral 
Co. 

Smith,  T,  B.  See  Nature’s  Mineral 


Co. 

Southern  Cotton  Oil  Co. : 

cottonseed  cake  and  meal -  2855 

Southern  Pecan  'Shelling  Co.  : 

pecans -  2956 

Southern  Rice  Sales  Corporation  : 

puffed  rice -  2854 

Southern  State  Canning  Co.  : 

peaches,  canned _  2916 

Spencer  Packing  Co.  : 

blackberries,  canned _  2910 

Sprague,  Warner  &  Co. : 

tomato  juice -  2934 

Stadelman  Fruit  Co. : 

apples -  2904 

Stafford  Mineral  Springs  Co.  : 

Bo-Go-lla-Ma  Mineral  Springs  Wa¬ 
ter _  2830 

Standard  Fish  Co. : 

haddock,  frozen _  2884 

Suffolk  Peanut  Co.  : 

peanuts - 2955 

Sunny  Brook  Creamery  Co.  : 

butter -  2864 

Superior  Cake  &  Meal  Co.  : 

cottonseed  cake  and  meal -  2855 

Superior  Macaroni  Co.  : 

macaroni  products -  2852 

Sure  Rise  Baking  Powder  Co.  : 

spices _  2984 

Swisher  Creamery,  Inc.  : 

butter _  2869 

Tallman,  Dewey  : 

cream _  2872 

Taylor,  Robert : 

cream _ 1-  2873 

Tea  Garden  I’roducts  Co.  ; 

strawoerry  preserves -  2940 

Tennant  &  Hoyt  Co.  : 

flour _  2833 

Terry  Candy  Co.  : 

candy -  2973 


Tower  Candy  Co. :  N.  J.  No. 

candy _  297 4 

Tsue  Chong  Co. : 

soy  sauce -  2942 

Uco  Food  Corporation  : 

corn,  canned -  2920,  2922 

Uhion  of  Icelandic  Fish  Producers  ; 

fish  balls,  canned _  2896 

Urevig,  Edgar  : 

Cheddar  cheese _  2870 

Val  Vita  Food  Products,  Inc.  : 

tomato  juice _  2936 

Vita  Health  Food  Co. : 

Ayds  Candy _  297(i 

Wadhams  &  Co.  : 

tomatoes,  canned _  2932 

Ward,  W.  E.,  Oyster  Co. : 

oysters _  2894 

Washington  Packers,  Inc.  : 

strawberries,  frozen _  2909 

Watkins,  J.  R.,  Co.  : 

ginger  root _  2985 

Weber  Flour  Mills  Co.  : 

flour _  2843 

Weeks,  R.  A. : 

cream -  2875 

Welch,  J.  W.,  Co.,  Inc.  : 

tomatoes,  canned -  2929 

Well  Maid  Products  Co. : 

flavoring  sirups _  2828 

West  Stanislaus  Warehouse  : 

apricots,  dried _  2943 

Western  Oregon  Packing  Corporation : 

blackberries,  canned _  2912 

White,  J.  H.,  Co. : 

oysters _  2895 

Wilmington  Oil  &  Fertilizer  Co. : 

peanut  meal _  2856 

Wilson  Co.  : 

spinach,  canned _  2927 

Winchester  Dried  Fruit  Co.  : 

prunes -  2946 

Wolff  Milling  Co. ; 

flour _  2844 

Zenith-Godley  Co. : 

butter -  2866 
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BEVERAGES  AND  BEVERAGE  MATERIALS 

3001.  Adulteration  of  grape  juice.  U.  S.  v.  IjO.TO  Cases  of  Grape  Juice.  Deeree* 
of  eondenination.  Product  ordered  released  under  Bond.  (F^,  D,  C.  No. 

(3700.  Sample  Nos.  83190-E,  83191-E.) 

This  product  contained  added  water. 

On  January  14,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Westeim  District  of 
Louisiana  filed  a  libel  against  1,050  cases  of  graiie  juice  at  Monroe,  La.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  October 
30,  1941,  by  the  Nelson  Canning  Co.  from  Springdale,  Ark. ;  and  charging  that 
It  was  adulterated  in  that  water  had  been  substituted  in  part  therefor  and 
in  that  water  had  been  added  thereto  or  mixed  or  packed  therewith  so  as  to 
increase  its  bulk  or  weight,  reduce  its  quality  or  strength,  or  make  it  appear 
better  or  of  greater  value  than  it  was.  The  article  was  labeled  in  parti 
(Can)  “Nelson’s  Pure  Concord  Grape  Juice.” 
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On  April  6,  1942,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  nnder  bond  to  the  Nelson  Canning  Co.,  claimant,  con* 
ditioned  that  it  be  brought  into  compliance  with  the  law  under  the  snpervisiort 

of  the  Federal  Security  Agency.  ' 

:  r 

3003.  Ad^ilteratioii  and  misbrniifliii^  of  grape  punch  base.  U.  S.  v.  3(>  Cas€‘s  of 
Grape  1‘iincb  Base.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  de.struclion. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  6371.  Sample  Nos.  61092-E,  85530-E.) 

This  product  was  an  artificially  flavored  and  artificially  colored  imitation 
grape  punch  base  containing  less  than  5  percent  of  grape  juice  or  its  equivalent 
in  concentrated  form.  It  was  also  short  of  the  declared  volume  and  misbranded 
further  as  indicated  hereinafter.  , , 

On  December  12,  1941,  the  United  States  attorny  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington  filed  a  libel  against  3G  cases  of  grape  punch  base  at  Seattle,  Wash., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
July  9,  1940,  by  the  E.  A.  Silzle  Corporation,  from  Anaheim,  Calif. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part: 
“Citra-Gold  5  to  1  Grape  Punch  Base.” 

It  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  substance,  namely,  an  artificially 
flavored  and  artificially  colored  imitation  grape  punch  base  which  did  not 
contain  a  substantial  amount  of  grape  juice  or  concentrated  grape  juice,  had 
been  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  “Grape  Punch  Base,”  an  article  containing 
a  substantial  amount  of  grape  juice  or  concentrated  grape  juice ;  in  that  its 
inferiority  had  been  concealed  by  the  addition  of  artificial  flavor  and  artificial 
color ;  and  in  that  artificial  flavor  and  artificial  color  had  been  added  thereto 
so  as  to  reduce  its  quality  and  make  it  appear  better  or  of  greater  value 
than  it  was. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  design  of  a  cluster  of  grapes 
and  the  statements,  “Grape  Punch  Base  *  *  *  Concentrated  Concord  Grape 

Juice  *  *  He  Grape  Flavor  *  *  *  grape  punch,”  borne  on  the  label,  were 

false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  artificially  flavored  and  artificially  colored 
imitation  grape  punch  base  containing  little  or  no  grape  juice  or  concentrated 
grape  juice;  in  that  the  statement  “Net  Contents  5%  FI.  Oz.”  was  false  and 
misleading  since  it  was  incorrect;  in  that  it  was  offered  for  sale  under  the  name 
of  another  food,  namely,  “Grape  Punch  Base” ;  in  that  it  was  an  imitation  of 
another  food,  namely,  graxje  punch  base,  and  its  label  did  not  bear,  in  type  of 
uniform  size  and  prominence,  the  word  “imitation”  and,  immediately  thereafter, 
the  name  of  the  food  imitated ;  in  that  it  was  in  package  form  and  did  not  bear 
an  accurate  statement  of  the  quantity  of  the  contents;  and  in  that  it  contained 
artificial  flavoring  and  failed  to  bear  labeling  stating  that  fact. 

On  March  30,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
v»ms  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3003.  Adulteration  of  choeolate-flavOred  sirup.  U.  S.  v.  55  Cases  of  Chocolate- 

Flavored  Sirup.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F. 

D.  C.  No.  6685.  Sample  No.  22685-E.) 

This  product  contained  rodent  hairs. 

On  October  28,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon  filed 
a  libel  against  55  cases  of  chocolate-flavored  sirup  at  Portland,  Oreg.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  September 
13,  1941,  by  L.  De  Martini  Co.  from  San  Francisco,  Calif.;  and  charging  that 
it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance; 
and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might 
have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “‘Delux 
Pak’  Double  Strength  Chocolate  Flavored  Syrup.” 

On  IMarch  23,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

CEREAL  PRODUCTS 

FLOUR 

3004.  Adulteration  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  211  Hags  and  374  Bags  of  Flour  (and  6  other 

seizure  actions  against  flour).  Decrees  of  condeinnation.  Portions  of 
product  ordered  released  under  hond  to  he  reconditioned;  remainder 
ordered  destroyed.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  5359,  5374,  5382,  5604,  5625,  5904,  5917. 
Sample  Nos.  48508-E,  48710-R,  49194-E,  49195-E,  49664-E  to  49667-E,  incl., 
67412-E  to  67415-E,  incl.,  67652-E.) 

In  addition  to  being  insect-infested,  portions  of  this  product  also  contained 
rodent  hairs.  The  flour  in  two  lots  liad  been  stored  under  insanitary  condi- 


8001-3225] 


IvWICES  OF  judgment 


3 


tions.  Most  of  the  bags  in  one  of  these  lots  had  been  out  Into  by  rodents,  and 
rodent  pellets  were  found  on  and  around  the  bags  in  the  other  lot. 

Between  August  4  and  October  2,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the 
Southern  District  of  Alabama,  Eastern  District  of  Ijouisiana,  Eastern  District 
of  South  Carolina,  Eastern  District  of  Arkansas,  and  the  Southern  District  of 
Florida  filed  libels  against  the  following  quantities  of  flour — 585  24-pound 
bags  at  Mobile,  Ala.;  160  6-pound  sacks,  146  10-pound  sacks,  44  12-pound  sacks, 
and  59  20-pound  sacks'  at  Baton  Rouge,  La. ;  55  48-pound  bags  at  Marion,  S.  C. ; 
48  98-pound  bags  and  68  48-pound  bags  at  Little  Rock  and  12  98  pound  bags  at 
Searcy,  Ark. ;  and  68  98-pound  bags  at  St.  Petersburg,  Fla. ;  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  February  28  to 
on  or  about  August  25,  1941,  by  General  Mills,  Inc.,  from  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
Wichita  Falls,  Tex.,  Louisville,  Kjr.,  and  Oklahoma  City  and  El  Reno,  Okla; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Bigs)  “Lucky 
Boy  Flour,”  “Red  Star  Flour  *  *  *  Rising,”  “Pure  Gold  *  *  * 

Self-Rising  Flour,”  “Gold  IVledal  Flour,”  “Soft  Wheat  Snow^  Cap  Flour,”  “Money 
^laker  *  *  *  Gold  INTedal  Flour.”  “Bonnie  Mae  *  *  *  Phosphated 

Flour,”  “Potent  Strong  Bakers  Clear  Flour  Bleached,”  or  “Full  Strength  Gold 
Medal  Flour.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  substance.  Portions  w^ere  alleged  to  be  adulterated  further  in  that 
the  flour  had  been  held  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become 
contaminated  with  filth. 

On  October  3,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  lot  .seized  at  Mobile, 
judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered.  The  court  having  found  that  the 
product  could  be  manufactured  into  hog  feed  and  that  a  reasonable  price  had 
been  offered  for  it.  ordered  that  it  be  sold  on  condition  that  the  purchaser  ex¬ 
ecute  a  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  disposed  of  in  compliance  with  the  law 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  and  that  he  pay  the 
costs  of  the  jDroceedings.  On  October  4,  1941,  the  Tropical  Grocery  Co.,  St.  Peters¬ 
burg,  Fla.,  claimant  for  the  flour  seized  at  St.  Petersburg,  having  consented  to 
the  entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  w’as  entered  and  the  product 
w^as  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  denatured  and  disposed  of  as  animal  feed 
under  the  suriervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  Between  Septem¬ 
ber  25  and  December  8,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  remaining 
lots,  judgments  of  condemnation  w'ere  entered  and  they  w^ere  ordered  destroyed. 


8005.  Adiilte^-ation  of  cake  anti  pastry  flour.  U.  S.  v.  48  Bag’s  of  Cake  and  Pastry 
Plour.  Default  deeree  of  eondeinnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

6729.  Sample  No.  84237-E.) 

This  product  was  contaminated  with  insect  fragments  and  rodent  excreta. 

On  January  21,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  48  98-pound  bags  of  cake  and  pastry  flour  at 
New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  January  8,  1942,  by  H.  K.  Riegel  (Durham  Valley  Mills  Co.) 
from  Durham,  Pa. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  fihhy  substance;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under 
insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Colonial  Country  Maid  Cake  &  Pastry  Flour.” 

On  February  3,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

Nos.  .3006  to  3015  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  flour  that  had 
been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  and  was  in  interstate  commerce  at  the 
time  of  examination,  at  which  time  it  was  found  to  be  insect-infested.  In  most 
Instances  the  time  of  contamination  was  not  determined. 


3006.  Adulteration  of  flour.  IT.  S.  v.  225  Bags  of  Flour.  Default  decree  of  eoii- 
deninaiion  and  destructioii.  (F,  D.  C.  No.  5654.  Sample  Nos.  67446— E  to 
67448-E,  incl.) 

On  September  11,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  Arkansas  filed  a  libel  against  225  ‘?4-ponnd  bags  of  flour  at  Arkadelphia, 
Ark.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipned  in  interstate  commerce  on 
or  about  May  21  and  25,  1941,  by  the  Fant  Milling  Co.  from  Sherman,  Tex. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part 
of  a  filthy,  i.  e.,  insect-infested,  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part: 
“Missouri  Special  [or  “Gladiola”]  Flour.” 
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On  February  17,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3007.  Adulteration  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  13  Ba^?s,  38  Bags,  13  Bags,  and  20  Bags  of 

Flour.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under 

bond  to  be  reconditioned.  Claimant  failed  to  comply  with  order  and 

product  was  destroyed.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5300.  Sample  No.s.  959— E,  960— E.) 

On  August  2,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of 
Georgia  filed  a  libel  against  13  48-pound  bags,  50  24-pound  Tags,  and  20  12-pound 
bags  of  flour  at  Athens,  Ga.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or 
about  May  13,  1941,  by  Saxony  Mills  from  St.  Louis,  Mo. ;  and  charging  that 
it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Sun^ine  Self  Rising  Flour”;  or  “Arbitrator 
Patent  Flour.” 

On  August  26,  1941,  Talmadge  Bros.  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Athens,  Ga.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered 
and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  On  October  1,  1941, 
claimant  having  failed  to  pay  costs  or  file  bond  as  provided  in  the  order  for 
release,  the  product  was  destroyed. 

3008.  Adulteration  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  20  Sacks  of  Flour.  Consent  decree  ordering 

product  released  under  bond  to  be  denatured,  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6521.  Sample 

No.  85723-E.) 

On  December  17,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Idaho 
filed  a  libel  against  20  sacks  of  flour  at  Boise,  Idaho,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  April  1,  1941,  by  Globe 
Mills  from  Ogden,  Utah ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it 
consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in 
part:  (Sacks)  “Globe  Mills  Bakers  ‘A  1’  Flour  Bleached.” 

On  January  12,  1942,  the  Globe  Mills  Co.,  claimant,  having  consented  to  the 
entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  was  entered  ordering  that  the  product  be  released 
under  bond  to  be  denatured. 

3009.  Adulteration  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  56  Bags  of  Flour.  Default  decree  of  con¬ 

demnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5895.  Sample  No.  67651— E.) 

On  October  1,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Arkansas  filed  a  libel  against  56  48-pound  bags  of  flour  at  Searcy,  Ark.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  August  2, 
1941,  by  the  Hogan  Milling  Co.  from  Junction  City,  Kans. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Hogan’s  Best-Yet  Flour.” 

On  February  27,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3010.  Adulteration  of  flour.  U.  8.  v.  302  Bags  of  Flour.  Default  decree  of  con¬ 

demnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  0.  No.  5993.  Sample  Nos.  67904— E  to 

07906-E,  iiicl.) 

On  October  9,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Missouri  filed  a  libel  against  72  48-pound  bags  and  130  24-pound  bags  of  flour 
at  Joplin,  Mo.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  August  19,  1941,  by  Packard  Flour  Mills  Co.  from  Wichita,  Kans. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in.  whole  or  in  part 
of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Flour  *  *  ♦ 
National  Retailer-Owned  Grocers,  Inc.  Distributors  ♦  *  *  Chicago.” 

On  March  18,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3011.  Adulteration  of  flour.  IT.  S.  v.  17G  Bags  of  Flour.  Default  decree  of  con¬ 

demnation  and  destruction.  (F,  D,  C.  Nos.  5652,  5653.  Sample  Nos.  67444— E. 

67445-E.) 

On  September  11,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Arkansas  filed  a  libel  against  176  24-pound  bags  of  flour  at  Malvern,  Ark.,  alleg¬ 
ing  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  June 
28  and  July  10  and  31,  1941  in  part  by  the  Quaker  Oats  Co.  from  St.  Joseph,  Mo., 
and  in  part  by  Flour  Mills  Co.  of  America  from  Alva,  Okla. ;  and  charging  that 
it  w»s  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  wdiole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Quaker  Flour  Made  By  The  Quaker  Oats 


NOTICES  OF  JUDGMENT 


8001-3225] 


5 


Company  St.  Joseph,  Mo.” ;  or  “Bleached  Alva  Roller  Mills  Alva,  Okla.  Big 
A  Flour.” 

On  February  25,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


8012.  Adulteration  of  flour.  I’.  S.  v.  20.8  227  aied  .IT  Mass  of  Flour 

(and  2  other  seizure  aetions  aK-«lnst  flour).  Default  decrees  of  condem¬ 
nation  and  destruction.  (F.  1).  C.  Nos.  5420.  5055.  02-50.  Saniple  Nos. 
48179-E,  53797-E,  5379S-E,  0744.3-E.) 


In  addition  to  being  insect-infested,  a  portion  of  this  product  was  also  caked 
and  smelly,  showing  evidence  of  water  damage. 

On  or  about  August  25  and  December  21,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys  for 
the  Southern  District  of  Florida  and  the  District  of  Arizona  tiled  libels  against 
293  6-pouiid  bags,  227  10-pound  bags,  and  57  12-i:ound  bags  of  flour  at  Jackson¬ 
ville,  Fla.,  and  17  cases,  each  containing  12  packages  of  flour  at  Yuma,  Ariz., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipiied  in  interstate  commerce  within  the 
period  from  on  or  about  January  16,  1939,  to  on  or  about  May  15,  1941,  from 
St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  by  the  Quaker  Oats  Co.  On  or  about  September  20,  1941,  the 
United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of  Arkansas  filed  a  libel  against 
19  98-pound  bags  of  flour  at  Hot  Springs,  Ark.,  which  had  been  shipped  by  the 
Quaker  Oats  Co.  from  St.  Joseph,  INIo.,  on  or  about  June  28,  1941.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part :  “Sea  Bi-eeze  Flour  *  *  *  Self-Rising” ;  “Blue  D  Flour 

Pastry”;  or  “Aunt  Jemima  Ready-lNlix  Buckwheat,  Corn  &  Wheat  Flour.” 

It  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substJince. 

On  October  13,  1941,  and  February  24  and  25,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared, 
judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


3013.  A dulfe ration  of  flour.  IT.  S.  v.  16  Bagjs  of  Flour.  Default  decree  of  con- 
<ieinnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5338.  Sample  No.  35515-E.) 

On  August  8,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Mississippi  filed  a  libel  against  16  bags  of  flour  at  Jackson,  Miss.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  June  21,  1941, 
by  Stanard-Tilton  Milling  Co.  from  Alton,  Ill. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulter¬ 
ated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part :  “Stanard’s  Eagle  Steam  Flour  Bleached.” 

On  May  5,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


3014.  Adulteration  of  flour.  F.  S.  v.  74,  79,  and  30  Bags  of  Flour.  Default  decree 
of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5856.  Sample  No.  49360— E.) 

On  or  about  September  25,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern 
District  of  Mississippi  filed  a  libel  against  183  bags  of  flour  at  Hattiesburg,  Miss., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
April  3  and  July  15,  1941,  by  the  Western  Star  Mill  Co.  from  Salina,  Kans. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part 
of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part;  “Dixie  Dandy  Flour 
*  *  *  Bleaching  Self-Rising  Flour.” 

On  April  14,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


8015.  Adulteration  of  flour.  IT.  S.  v.  138  Bags  of  Flour.  Consent  decree  of  con¬ 
demnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  for  denaturing.  (F,  D. 

C.  No.  56-30.  Sample  NT).  48517— E.) 

On  September  8,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  North  Carolina  filed  a  libel  against  138  bags  of  flour  at  Morganton,  N.  C., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
April  3,  1941,  by  Y'ukon  Mill  &  Grain  Co.  from  Yukon,  Okla.;  and  charging  that 
it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part;  “Yukon’s  Queen  of  the  West  Self-Rising  Highest 
Patent  Flour.” 

On  February  19,  1042,  the  Morganton  Burke  Grocery  Co.,  Morganton,  N.  C., 
claimant,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  con¬ 
verted  into  animal  feed  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration. 
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3016.  Adulteration  of  rye  meal.  U.  S.  v.  18  Bags  of  Rye  Meal.  Default  decree 

of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  delivered  to  a  Federal  institution  for 
use  as  liog  feed.  (F,  D.  C.  No.  6195.  Sample  No.  74875— E.) 

Samples  of  this  product  were  found  to  contain  rodent  excreta,  rodent  hairs, 
and  insect  fragments. 

On  or  about  November  12,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District 
of  Connecticut  filed  a  libel  against  18  bags  of  rye^  meal  at  Hartford,  Conn.,  alleg¬ 
ing  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  Sep¬ 
tember  2*3,  1941,  by  J.  T.  Lampman  &  Co.  from  Claverack,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  sub¬ 
stance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Red  Mills  Fancy  Rye  Meal.” 

On  May  6,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  a  Federal  institution  for  use 
as  hog  feed. 

3017.  Adulteration  of  rice.  U.  S.  v.  135,  31,  and  2  Bags  of  Rice.  Consent  decree 

of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

5980.  Sample  Nos.  399r)5-E  to  39998-E,  incl.) 

This  product  was  insect-infested. 

On  October  7,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Missouri  filed  a  libel  against  125  100-pound  bags,  31  25-pound  bags,  and  2  50-pound 
bags  of  rice  at  Joplin,  Mo.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  on  or  about  March  17  and  June  9,  1941,  by  the  Interstate  Grocer 
Co.  from  Springdale,  Ark. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled 
variously  in  part:  “Golden  Rod  Brand  [or  “Edith  Head”  or  “Edith  Daisy  Brand”] 
Packed  By  Walton  Rice  Mill  Inc.” ;  “IGA  Brand  [or  “Big  Horn  Brand”] 
*  *  *  Packed  for  I.  G.  A.  Grocers  Alliance  Chicago,  Ill.” 

On  January  13,  1942,  the  Interstate  Grocer  Co.  of  Joplin,  Mo.,  claimant, 
having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  en¬ 
tered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  brought  into 
compliance  with  the  law  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration. 

3018.  Adulteration  of  popcorn.  U  S.  v.  14  Bags  of  Popeons.  Default  decree  of 

condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6714.  Sample  No.  64493— E.) 

This  product  contained  rodent  pellets,  dirt,  and  coal  fragments ;  also  insect- 
infested  kernels. 

On  January  15,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  14  bags  of  popcorn  at  Johnstown,  Pa.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shiiiped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  November 
4,  1941,  by  Royale  Popcorn  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Cleveland,  Ohio ;  and  cMrging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Royale  Brand  Pop-Corn.” 

On  February  9,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3019.  Adulteration  of  egg  noodles.  U.  S.  v.  23  Cases,  43  Cases,  21  Cases,  37  Cases, 

and  29  Cases  of  Egg  Noodles.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and 
destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  5623,  5624.  Sample  Nos.  53982-E  to  53985-E,  inch, 
53994-E,  53995-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  insect-infested. 

On  or  about  September  5  and  26,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the 
District  of  Arizona  filed  libels  against  66  cases  each  containing  24  cellophane 
bags,  and  58  cases  each  containing  12  cellophane  bags  of  egg  noodles  at  Phoenix, 
and  29  cases  each  containing  24  packages  of  egg  noodles  at  Tucson,  Ariz.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  November 
30  and  December  31,  1940,  by  Skinner  Manufacturing  Co.  from  Omaha,  Nebr. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part 
of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Skinner’s  *  *  ♦  Egg 
Noodles.” 

On  October  6,  1941,  and  February  24,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judg¬ 
ments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 
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3020.  Adulteration  of  lee  cream  cones.  IJ.  S.  v.  OJ)  Boxes  of  Cake  Cones.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D,  C.  No.  6458.  Sample  No. 

47875-E.) 

This  product  contained  insect  and  rodent-hair  fragments. 

On  August  29,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Ohio  filed  a  libel  against  99  boxes  each  containing  250  cake  cones  at  Toledo,  Ohio, 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  transported  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  March  29,  1941,  from  the  Atlas  Cone  &  Candy  Manufacturing  Co.,  Detroit, 
Mich.,  in  the  truck  of  the  consignee ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in 
that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it  had 
been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  con¬ 
taminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Baby  Grand  Cake 
GMiies.” 

On  October  28,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed.  . 

3021.  Misbranding'  of  eliiokcn  tamales.  U.  S.  v.  Stidd’s,  Inc.  Plea  of  guilty. 

Fine,  ^2.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  2855.  Sample  Nos.  13160-B.  13165-E.) 

This  product  was  short  of  the  declared  weight. 

On  October  30,  1940,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon 
filed  an  information  against  Stidd’s,  Inc.,  a  corporation  at  Portland,  Oreg.,  alleg¬ 
ing  introduction  and  delivery  for  introduction  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  September  25,  1939,  and  March  G,  1940,  from  the  State  of  Oregon  into  the 
State  of  Washington  of  quantities  of  chicken  tamales  that  were  misbranded. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  statement  “Net  Con¬ 
tents  10  Oz.  Avoir.,”  borne  on  the  can  label,  was  false  and  misleading  since  the 
cans  contained  less  than  10  ounces  of  food;  and  (2)  in  that  it  was  in  package 
form  and  did  not  bear  on  its  label  an  accurate  statement  of  the  quantity  of 
contents  in  terms  of  weight. 

On  November  7,  1940,  the  defendant  entered  a  plea  of  guilty  and  the  court 
imposed  a  fine  of  .$1  on  each  of  the  two  counlja. 

FEED 

3022.  Adulteration  of  cottonseed  sereenlng.s.  IT.  S.  v.  Armour  &  Co.  (The  Pine 

Bluff  Cotton  Oil  Mill).  Plea  of  nolo  contendere.  Fine,  $25.  (F.  D.  C. 

No.  5569.  Sample  No.  25366-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  not  over  38.69  percent  of 
crude  protein. 

On  March  4,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Arkansas  filed  an  information  against  Armour  &  Co.,  doing  business  as  the  Pine 
Bluff  Cotton  Oil  Mill  at  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  February 
5,  1941,  from  the  State  of  Arkansas  into  the  State  of  Kansas  of  a  quantity  of 
the  above-named  product  which  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  ‘TOO 
Pounds  Net  ‘Navy’  Brand  Prime  Quality  41.00%  Protein  Cottonseed  Cake  and 
Meal  Manufactured  For  And  Guaranteed  By  Louis  Tobian  &  Company  Dallas, 
Texas.  Guaranteed  Analysis :  Crude  Protein,  not  less  than  41.00%.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statements  “41.00% 
Protein  Cottonseed  Cake  and  Meal”  and  “Crude  Protein,  not  less  than  41.00%,” 
appearing  on  the  tag,  were  false  and  misleading  since  they  represented  that 
the  food  contained  not  less  than  41  percent  of  crude  protein ;  whereas  it  con¬ 
tained  not  more  than  38.69  percent  of  crude  protein. 

On  April  20,  1942,  a  plea  of  nolo  contendere  was  entered  on  behalf  of  the 
defendant  and  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $25. 

8023.  Misbranding  of  alfalfa  leaf  meal  and  alfalfa  meal.  U.  S.  v.  29  Bags  of 

Alfalfa  Leaf  Meal  and  276  Bags  of  Alfalfa  Metil.  Consent  deeree  of 

eondemnation.  Produets  ordered  released  under  bond  for  relabeling. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  5687.  Sample  Nos.  18668-B,  18669-E.) 

These  products  contained  less  protein  and  more  fiber  than  the  percentages 
declared. 

On  September  11,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Mary¬ 
land  filed  a  libel  against  29  bags  of  alfalfa  leaf  meal  and  276  bags  of  alfalfa  meal 
at  Washington  Grove,  Md.,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  on  or  about  August  4,  1941,  by  Saunders  Mills,  Inc.,  from  Toledo, 
Ohio ;  and  charging  that  they  were  misbranded.  They  were  labeled  in  part : 
“Carotene  Brand  Leaf  Meal”  or  “Alfalfa  Meal.” 
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Tlie  articles  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  following  statements 
in  the  labeling,  (Carotene  brand  leaf  meal)  “Crude  Protein,  not  less  than  20.0 
Per  Cent  *  *  *  Crude  Fiber,  not  more  than  18.0  Per  Cent”  and  (alfalfa 

meal  (“Crude  Protein,  not  less  than  13.0  Per  Cent  *  *  *  Crude  Fibei:,  not 

more  than  38.0  Per  Cent,”  were  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  articles  that 
contained  an  average  of  1G.80  percent  crude  protein  and  29.16  percent  crude 
liber  in  the  case  of  the  former,  and  12.42  percent  crude  protein  and  36.58  percent 
crude  liber,  in  the  case  of  the  latter. 

On  October  30,  1941,  Saunders  Mills,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  relabeled  in  compliance 
with  the  law  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

DAIRY  PRODUCTS 

BUTTER 

* 

3024.  Atlulleration  and  inl.sliranding^  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  400  Cartons  of  Butter, 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordereil  released  under  bond 
for  conversion  into  animal  food.  (F.  D,  C.  No.  2721.  Sample  No.  40G3— E.) 

On  August  13,  1940,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Piastern  District  of 
Michigan  filed  a  libel  against  400  cartons,  each  containing  32  1-pound  rolls  of 
butter  at  Detroit,  Mich.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  July  27,  1940,  by  Armour  &  Co.  from  Chicago,  Ill. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part: 
“Goldendale  Butter.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  and  decomposed  substance. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  statements  in  the  labeling,  ‘T 
lb.  rolls”  and  “1  lb.  net,”  were  false  and  misleading  since  they  were  incorrect; 
and  (2)  in  that  it  was  in  package  form  and  did  not  bear  a  label  containing  an 
accurate  statement  of  the  quantity  of  contents. 

On  November  9,  1940,  claimants  Armour  &  Co.,  Pilly  &  Sons,  Inc.,  Springfield, 
Mo.,  and  O.  F.  INIoore,  Aurora,  Mo.,  having  admitted  that  the  product  was 
adulterated  as  alleged  in  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and 
it  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  claimant  Pilley  &  Sons,  Inc.,  for  con¬ 
version  into  animal  food  at  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  or  Omaha,  Nebr.  On  December 
12,  1940,  the  decree  was  amended  to  permit  shipment  of  the  product  to  claim¬ 
ant’s  plant  at  Buffalo,  N.  Y,,  for  reconditioning. 

#• 

3025.  Adulteration  pt  butter.  U.  S.  v.  8  Cartons  and  12  Cartons  of  Butter.  Con¬ 

sent  flecrees  of  eondeinnation.  Produet  ordered  released  under  bond 
to  be  converted  into  butter  oil.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  G036,  G037.  Sample  Nos. 
6227G-E,  G2277-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  mold. 

On  September  16,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Illinois  filed  libels  against  20  cartons  of  butter  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  alleging 
that  the  product  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  September  11 
and  12,  1941,  by  the  La  Belle  Creamery  Co.  from  La  Belle,  Mo. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy, 
putrid,  or  decomposed  substance. 

On  January  8,  1942,  S.  Kramme  and  Peder  Kristensen,  trading  as  K  &  K 
Creamery  Co.,  Chicago,  Ill.,  claimants,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the 
libel,  judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered 
released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  converted  into  purified  butter  oil. 

302G.  Adulteration  of  butter.  IT.  S.  v.  50  Cubes  of  Butter  (and  1  additional  sei¬ 
zure  action  against  butter).  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and 
destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6380,  6547.  Sample  Nos.  54159-E,  54164-E.) 

This  product  contained  mold. 

On  November  22  and  November  29,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the 
Middle  District  of  Pennsylvania  filed  libels  against  63  cubes  of  butter  at  Wilkes- 
Barre,  I'a.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  November  4  and  10,  1941,  by  Wilson  &  Co.  from  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  decomposed  animal  substance. 

On  March  17  and  April  8,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of 
condemnalion  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destro.ved.  The  decree, 
however,  provided  that  the  marshal  might  sell  the  product  at  public  auction 
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for  rendering  i)uriio«es  but  that  he  must  witness  its  denaturing  so  that  It  could 
not  be  used  for  human  consumption. 

Nos.  .‘502  7  to  .‘50;5:5  report  actions  based  on  interstate  shipments  of  butter 
that  was  deficient  in  milk  fat. 

3027.  Adulteration  of  l>utter.  U.  S.  v.  MinneN<i>ta  Dairy  Co.,  Ine.  Plea  of  guilty, 

Fine,  .‘j»25  and  eosts.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6422.  Sample  Nos.  4C959-E.) 

On  March  10,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  North 
Dakota  filed  an  iiilormation  against  Minnesota  Dairy  Co.,  Inc.,  Grand  Forks, 
N.  Dak.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  May  31,  1941,  from  the  State  of  North 
Dakota  into  the  State  of  New  York,  of  a  quantity  of  butter  that  was  adulterated. 
It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Creamery  Butter  Distributed  By  Zimmer  &  Dunkak, 
Inc.  *  *  *  New  York,  N.  Y.“ 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constitutent, 
milk  fat,  had  been  in  part  omitted  therefrom ;  and  in  that  a  product  which 
contained  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for 
butter. 

On  March  27,  1942,  a  plea  of  guilty  having  been  entered  on  behalf  of  the 
defendant,  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $25  and  costs. 

3028.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  Ole  N.  Kliodegard  (Langdon  Creamery  Co.). 

Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  5^25  and  eosts.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6402.  Sample  No. 

56613-E.) 

On  February  26,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  North 
Dakota  filed  an  information  against  Ole  N.  Rhodegard,  trading  as  Langdon 
Creamery  Co.  at  Langdon,  N.  Dak.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  May  26, 
1941,  from  the  State  gf  North  Dakota  into  the  State  of  Minnesota,  of  a  quantity 
of  butter  that  was  adulterated.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  “Distributed  By 
Zenith-Godley  Co.  N.  Y.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent, 
milk  fat,  had  been  in  part  omitted  therefrom ;  and  in  that  a  product  which 
contained  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for 
butter. 

On  INIarch  28,  1942,  the  defendant  having  entered  a  plea  of  guilty,  the  court 
imposed  a  fine  of  $25  and  costs. 

3029.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  14  Boxes  of  Butter.  Consent  deeree  of  con¬ 

demnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bund  to  be  reworked.  (P. 

D.  C.  No.  6612.  Sample  No.  76479-E.) 

On  December  11,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  New  l^ork  filed  a  libel  against  14  boxes,  each  containing  approximately  64 
pounds,  of  butter  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
on  or  about  November  26,  1941,  by  Adams  County  Creamery  from  Hettinger, 
N.  Dak. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adultei’ated  in  that  it  contained  less  than 
80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Fortgang 
Bros.  *  *  *  N.  Y.  *  *  *  Minnesota  Cry  Co.  St.  Paul  Minn.” 

On  December  27,  1941,  Fortgang  Bros.,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  claimant, 
having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked  under 
the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  so  that  it  contain  at  least 
80  percent  of  milk  fat. 

3030.  Adulteration  of  butter.  V.  S.  v.  10  Tubs  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of 

condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  b<»nd  to  be  reworked. 

(P.  D.  C.  No.  6611.  Sample  No.  76477-E.) 

On  December  11,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  SoutiuM-ii  District 
of  New  York  filed  a  libel  against  16  tubs  of  butter  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  November 
26,  1941,  by  the  Edgerton  Creamery  Co.  from  Kdgerton,  IMinn. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in'  that  it  contained  less  than  SO  percent  by  weight 
of  milk  fat.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Butter  Breakstone  Bros.  Inc. 
Distributors  New  York,  N.  Y.” 

On  December  26,  1941,  the  Edgerton  Creamery  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  it  was 
ordered  that  the  product  be  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  reworked 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  so  that  it  contain 
not  less  than  80  percent  of  milk  fat. 
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3031.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  9  Cubes  of  Rutter.  Default  decree  of 

condemnation.  Product  ordered  delivered  to  charitable  institutions. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  6285.  Sample  No.  76461-^.) 

On  November  8,  1S41,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Minne¬ 
sota  filed  a  libel  against  9  cubes  of  butter  at  Marshall,  Minn.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  October  31,  1941,, 
by  Flandreaux  Cooperative  Creamery  from  Flandreaux,  S.  Dak. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent,  milk  fat,  had  been  in 
whole  or  in  part  omitted  or  abstracted  therefrom,  and  in  that  on  article  con¬ 
taining  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  wholly 
or  in  part  for  butter.  ^ 

On  March  2,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  charitable  institutions. 

3032.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  12  Cartons  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of 

condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked  and 

relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6108.  Sample  No.  56982— E.) 

On  October  22,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  12  cartons,  each  containing  approximately  64 
pounds,  of  butter  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
on  or  about  October  9,  1941,  by  Nick’s  Produce  Co.  from  Lemmon,  S.  Dak. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated.  It  was  labeled  in  i>art :  “Creamery 
Butter  J.  R.  Kramer,  Inc.  *  *  New  York.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  product  containing  less 
than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter,  a 
product  which  contains  not  less  than  80  percent  of  milk  fat,  as  provided 
by  law. 

On  November  3,  1941,  Nick’s  Produce  Co.,  claimant,  having  adniitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  so  that  it  contain  at  least  80  percent  of 
milk  fat. 

3033.  Adulteration  of  butter,  tl.  S.  v.  13,  10,  12,  and  14  Cubes  of  Butter.  Con¬ 

sent  deerce  of  condemnation.  Product  released  under  bond  for  recon- 

ditioninj?.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6668.  Sample  Nos.  4a397-E,  43398-E.) 

On  or  about  December  20,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western 
District  of  Missouri  tiled  a  libel  against  a  total  of  55  culies  of  butter  at  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  abt)Ut  June  1,  1941,  by  the  Southern  Butter  Co.  from  IMuskogee,  Okla. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Box) 
“Creamery  Butter  S.  S.  Borden  Co.  Chicago  Distributor.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent,  milk 
fat,  had  been  in  whole  or  in  part  omitted  from  the  article  and  that  an  article 
containing  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted 
wholly  or  in  part  for  butter. 

On  January  12,  1942,  the  Southern  Butter  Company,  claimant,  having  ad¬ 
mitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and 
the  product  was  released  under  bond  for  reworking  under  the  supervision  of 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

CHEESE 

3034.  Adulteration  of  Cheddar  cheese.  11.  S  .  V.  3  IIoo])s  and  3  Longhorns  of 

Cheese.  Default  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  destroyed.  (F,  D,  C. 

No.  6046.  Sample  No.  65539— E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  a  roach,  insect  fragments, 
and  nondescript  dirt. 

On  October  23,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New 
Mexico  filed  a  libel  against  3  hoops  and  3  longhorns  of  Cheddar  cheese  at 
Tucumcari,  N.  Mex.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  September  17,  1941,  by  Armour  &  Co.  from  Amarillo,  Tex. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part 
of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  con¬ 
ditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part :  “Armour’s  Cloverbloom.” 

On  December  6,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  was  entered 
condemning  and  forfeiting  the  product.  It  was  destroyed  by  the  United  States 
marshal  on  the  same  date. 
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8035.  Adulteration  of  Cheddar  cheese.  U,  g,  v.  01  Cases  of  Cheddar  Cheese. 

Default  decree  of  eondenination  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No,  6718. 

Sample  No.  83283-E.) 

This  product  contained  rodent  hair,  insect  fragments,  and  nondescript  dirt. 

On  January  26,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Louisiana  filed  a  libel  against  91  cases  of  Cheddar  cheese  at  Alexandria,  La., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
November  19,  1941,  by  the  Bexar  Cheese  Co.  from  San  Antonio,  Tex. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  .Tune  4,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3036.  Adulteration  of  Cheddar  cheese.  TJ.  S.  v.  47  Cases  of  Cheddar  Cheese.  De¬ 

fault  decree  of  comleiniiation  and  destruction;  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6357.  Sample 

No.  72302-E.) 

This  product  was  contaminated  with  insect  fragments  and  rodent  hairs. 

On  December  5,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Arizona 
filed  a  libel  against  47  cases  each  containing  4  12-pound  Cheddar  cheeses  at 
Phoenix,  Ariz.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  October  29,  1941,  by  Allen  Cooper  from  Center,  Colo. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  sub¬ 
stance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby 
it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  March  2,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3037.  Adulteration  of  Cheddar  cheese.  U.  S.  v.  21  Cases  and  46^4  Cases  of  Ched¬ 

dar  Cheese.  Default  decrees  of  eondenination  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C. 

Nos.  6703,  6704.  Sample  Nos.  83282-E,  83330-E.) 

This  product  contained  rodent  hairs  and  miscellaneous  filth. 

On  January  17,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  P^astern  District  of 
Louisiana  filed  a  libel  against  21  cases  of  Cheddar  cheese  at  New  Orleans  and 
46V2  cases  at  Baton  Rouge,  La.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in 
interstate  commerce  on  or  about  December  15  and  20,  1941,  by  the  Fort  Worth 
Poultry  &  lilgg  Co.  from  Forth  Worth,  Tex. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated 
in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had 
been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  con¬ 
taminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:.  (Cases)  “Armour’s 
Cloverbloom  American  Cheddar  Cheese  Armour  Creameries,  Distributors.” 

On  March  25,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  condemnation 
were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3038.  Adulteration  of  cheese.  U.  S.  v.  22  Cases  of  Cheese.  Default  decree  of 

destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5059.  Sample  No.  68165— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  insect  fragments. 

On  October  3,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Minnesota 
filed  a  libel  against  22  cases,  each  containing  12  pound  prints,  of  cheese  at 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  September  12,  1941,  by  Ilersey  Cheese  Factory  from 
Hersey,  Wis. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole 
or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insani¬ 
tary  conditions  wliereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The 
artic’e  was  labeled  in  part:  “Hersey  Brand  Prim-Ost.” 

On  March  4,  1942,  no  claimant  having  aijpeared,  judgment  was  entered  order¬ 
ing  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

3030.  Afiultemtion  of  Clictltlar  cheese.  U.  S.  v.  203  Boxes,  206  Boxes,  and  218 

Boxes  of  Cheddar  Cheese.  Default  decree  of  coudeiniiation  and  destruc¬ 
tion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6298.  Sample  No.  53590-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  insect  fragments. 

On  November  27,  1041,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  California  filed  a  libel  against  627  boxes  of  Cheddar  cheese  at  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  intei-state  commerce  on  or 
about  September  22  and  29  and  October  11,  1941,  by  Jerome  Cooperative  Cream¬ 
ery  from  Twin  Falls,  Idaho;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  (1  code  only)  in  that  it 
had  been  pre]mred  under  insanitary  conditions  wliereby  it  might  have  become 
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contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  i)art :  “Cheddar  Whole  Milk 
Cheese  Distributed  by  Challenge  Cream  &  Butter  Assn.” 

On  December  lb,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3040.  Adulteration  of  Cheddar  cheese.  U.  S.  v.  18  Boxes  of  Cheddar  Chee.se. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6707. 

Sample  No.  83189-E.) 

This  product  contained  insect  fragments,  feather  fragments,  metallic  parti¬ 
cles,  and  numerous  small  plant  particles. 

On  January  14,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Louisiana  filed  a  libel  against  18  boxes  of  Cheddar  chee.se  at  Alexandria,  La., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
December  3,  1941,  by  the  Kadaue  Creamery  from  Dallas,  Tex. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in ,  part  of  a  'filthy  sub¬ 
stance;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby 
it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in 
part:  (Boxes)  “Armour’s  Cloverbloom  American  Cheddar  Cheese  Armour  Cream¬ 
eries  Distributors.” 

On  February  5,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3041.  Adulteration  of  cheese.  D.  S.  v.  36  Boxes,  33  Boxes,  and  30  Boxes  of 

Cheese.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos. 

6184,  6192,  6206.  Sample  Nos.  58242-E  to  58244-E,  incl.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  insect  fragments.  A  portion 
also  contained  mammalian  hairs  resembling  rodent  hairs. 

On  November  6,  7,  and  12,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern 
District  of  Wisconsin  filed  libels  against  99  boxes  of  cheese  at  Green  Bay,  Wis., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
October  10  and  20,  1941,  by  Land  O’Lakes  Creameries,  Inc.,  from  Fine  Island, 
Minn. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary 
conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  December  5  and  17,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of 
condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3042.  Adulteration  of  clieese.  U.  S.  v.  144  Boxes  of  Cheese.  Default  decree  of 

condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6269.  Sample  Nos.  58253— B, 

58255-E  to  58257-E,  iiicl.,  58259-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  insect  fragments. 

On  November  21,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Wisconsin  filed  a  libel  against  144  boxes  of  cheese  at  Thorp,  Wis.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  October  9  and 
16  and  November  1,  1941,  by  Parkin  Bros,  from  Fine  Island,  Minn. ;  and  charg¬ 
ing  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy 
substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby 
it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  January  13,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3043.  Adulteration  of  Cheddar  cheese.  U.  S.  v.  24  Boxes  and  6  Boxes  of  Cheddar 

Cheese.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No. 

,5473.  Sample  Nos.  58410 -E,  58411-E.) 

Examination  showed  ihat  this  product  contained  fly  fragments. 

On  August  27,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Wisconsin  filed  a  libel  against  30  boxes,  each  containing  2  cheeses  at  Green  Bay, 
Wis.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  August  11,  1941,  by  Pauly  &  Pauly  Cheese  Co.  from  Escanaba,  Mich. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  November  19,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3044.  Adulteration  of  cheese.  TI.  S.  v.  27  Boxes,  04  Boxes,  and  34  Boxes  of 

Cheese.  Default  de«*rees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos. 

6201.  6227,  6250.  Sample  Nos.  58245-E,  58246-E,  58252-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  insect  fragments.  A  portion 
also  contained  hairs  resembling  those  of  rodents. 
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On  November  12,  14,  and  18,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern 
District  of  Wisconsin  filed  a  libel  against  155  boxes  of  cheese  at  Green  Bay,  Wis., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
October  15,  1941,  by  John  J.  Roch  from  Pine  Island,  Minn. ;  and  charging  that 
it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ; 
and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might 
have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  December  17,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  condemna¬ 
tion  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8045.  Adulteration  of  Cheddar  cheese.  TJ.  S.  v.  57  Hoops  of  Cheddar  Cheese. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5410. 
Sample  No.  69753-E. 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  rodent  hairs,  human  hairs, 
and  insect  fragments. 

On  August  20,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  (amended  on  or  about  October  2,  1941)  against  57  70-pound 
hoops  of  Cheddar  cheese  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  July  24,  1941,  by  Stanchfield  Creamery 
Co.  from  Stanchfield,  Minn.;  and  charging  thnt  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  pre¬ 
pared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated 
with  filth. 

On  January  27,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8046.  Adulteration  of  Swiss  cheese.  U.  S.  v.  35  Cases  of  Swiss  Cheese.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6570.  Sample  No. 
85118-B.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  that  it  was  in  an  advanced  stage  of  decom¬ 
position,  as  evidenced  by  the  presence  of  an  ammoniacal  odor  and  heavy  mold. 

On  December  23,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington  filed  a  libel  against  35  cases  of  Swiss  cheese  (total  weight  approxi¬ 
mately  350  pounds)  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  May  1,  1941,  by  the  Baxter  Cheese  Corporation 
from  Monroe,  Wis. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  decompos('d  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part ; 
“Armour’s  Specially  Cured  Wisconsin  Swiss  Cheese.” 

On  February  19,  1942,  no  claimant  having  aiipeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8047.  Adulteration  of  Limhurger  cheese.  U.  S.  v.  82  Boxes  of  L-imhurg-er  Cheese. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  hond 
for  salvaging.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5947.  Sample  No.  62337— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  maggots,  wood  splinters, 
insect  fragments,  and  nondescript  dirt. 

On  October  7,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  82  boxes  of  Limburger  cheese  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  July  8,  1941,  by  Max  P.  E.  Radloff 
&  Sons  from  Hustisford,  Wis. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it 
consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared 
under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with 
filth. 

On  January  16,  1942,  Max  P.  E.  Radloff  &  Sons,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  salvaging  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration.  The  product  was  denatured  so  that  it  could  not  be 
used  for  human  consumption. 

MISCELLANEOUS 

3048.  Adulteration  of  cream.  U.  S.  v.  Carlton  Loy.  Plea  of  not  guilty.  Tried  to 
a  Jury.  Verdict  of  guilty.  Fine,  {p50.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  2905.  Sample  No. 

15674-E.) 

This  product  contained  a  large  proportion  of  fat  other  than  butterfat. 

On  December  31,  1940,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Arkansas  filed  an  information  against  Carlton  Loy  at  Datto,  Ark.,  alleging  ship¬ 
ment  on  or  about  July  16,  1940,  from  the  State  of  Arkansas  into  the  State  of 
Missouri  of  a  quantity  of  cream  which  was  adulterated  in  that  a  foreign  fat  had 
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been  substituted  in  part  for  cream,  which  it  imrported  to  be ;  and  In  that  a 
foreign  fat  had  been  added  thereto  or  mixed  therewith  so  as  to  increase  its  bulk 
or  weight,  reduce  its  quality,  or  make  it  appear  better  or  of  greater  value  than 
it  was. 

On  May  6,  1942,  the  defendant  having  pleaded  not  guilty,  the  case  was  tried 
to  a  jury  which  returned  a  verdict  of  guilty  and  the  court  imposed  a  tine  of  $50. 

3049.  Adulteration  of  evaporated  milk.  U.  S.  v.  500  Cases  of  Evaporated  Milk. 

Default  deeree  of  eondemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  O-ISS. 

Sample  No.  7-2131-E.) 

This  product  was  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  December  23,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  California  filed  a  libel  against  500  cases  each  containing  48  14%-ounce  cans 
of  evaporated  milk  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  November  28,  1941,  by  Pet  Milk  Sales  Corpora¬ 
tion  from  Richmond,  Utah,  to  itself  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif.;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ; 
and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might 
have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans) 
“Pet  Milk  *  *  *  Irradiated.  Evaporated  Vitamin  D  Content  Increased  ♦  *  ♦ 
Distributed  By  Pet  Milk  Sales  Corp.” 

On  February  13,  1912,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

EGGS 

30.50.  Atlulteratlon  of  slicll  egrss.  U.  S.  v.  L.orin  Clay  3Iay  (^fountain  Valley 

Produce).  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  ^50.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  2873.  Sample  No. 

13G52-E.) 

On  November  9,  1940,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Utah  filed 
an  information  against  Lorin  Clay  May,  trading  as  Mountain  Valley  Produce 
at  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  April  10,  1940,  from  the 
State  of  Utah  into  the  State  of  Washington  of  a  quantity  of  eggs  that  were  adul¬ 
terated  in  that  they  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance,  or 
were  otherwise  unfit  for  food. 

On  November  23,  1940,  a  plea  of  guilty  was  entered  on  behalf  of  the  defendant 
and  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $50. 

80.51.  Alleged  adulteration  of  skell  eggs.  U.  S.  v.  Isadore  B.  Rutstein,  alias 

Israel  B.  Rutstein,  alias  Ben  Rutstein,  alias  Benjamin  Rutstein,  alias 

Ben  Rutlistein.  Plea  of  not  guilty.  Case  tried  to  the  court  and  jury. 

Directed  verdict  of  not  guilty.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  2126.  Sample  No.  67480— D.) 

This  case  was  instituted  on  the  charge  that  the  product  was  filthy  and  de¬ 
composed. 

On  September  21,  1940,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New 
Jersey  filed  an  information  against  Isadore  B.  Rutstein,  alias  Israel  B.  Rutstein, 
alias  Ben  Rutstein,  alias  Benjamin  Rutstein,  alias  Ben  Ruthstein  of  Paterson, 
N.  J.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  October  6,  1939,  from  the  State  of  New 
Jersey  into  the  State  of  New  York  of  a  quantity  of  eggs  that  were  alleged  to 
be  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted  in  whole  and  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid, 
and  decomposed  substance. 

On  November  20,  1940,  a  plea  of  not  guilty  having  been  entered  on  behalf  of 
the  defendant,  the  .court  after  conclusion  of  Government  testimony,  instructed 
the  jury  to  return  a  verdict  of  not  guilty  as  follows : 

Watson,  Judge.  “The  court  had  under  consideration  during  the  recess  a 
motion  made  by  counsel  for  the  defendant.  The  court  is  satisfied  that  under 
the  evidence  the  defendant  in  this  case  must  be  found  to  be  not  guilty  for  the 
reason  that  this  court  hasn’t  jurisdiction.  In  my  opinion,  the  duty  of  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  was  to  show  that  this  man  was  transporting  in  interstate  commerce 
the  eggs  which  were  bad.  This,  in  my  opinion,  the  Government  has  failed  to 
show.  The  line,  as  I  understand  it,  between  New  York  and  New  Jersey,  is  not 
on  the  New  York  side,  where  the  defendant  was  seen  in  the  truck,  we  will  say, 
according  to  the  evidence,  if  that  is  found  to  be  the  fact  by  the  jury.  So  that 
even  though  the  jury  should  find  that  this  defendant  was  on  that  truck  on  the 
ferry  when  it  landed  on  the  New  York  side,  there  is  nothing  to  show  that  he 
was  driving  the  truck  when  it  was  in  the  State  of  New  Jersey  or  any  State 
other  than  the  State  of  New  York. 
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“Members  of  the  Jury :  Undoubtedly  you  have  beard  what  the  court  has  said 
with  reference  to  the  motion  made  not  in  your  presence.  And  it  becomes  the 
duty  of  the  court  to  ask  you  to  render  a  verdict  of  not  guilty.” 

Nos.  3052  to  3055  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  frozen  eggs  that 
were  in  whole  or  in  part  decomposed. 

8052.  Adulteration  of  frozen  esR’s.  IJ.  S.  v.  10  Cans,  22  Cans,  and  34  Cans  of 
Frozen  Egg's.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D. 

C.  Nos.  6868,  6873,  7053.  Sample  Nos.  90450-E,  00801-E,  y0802-E.) 

On  February  16  and  17  and  March  18,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for 
the  District  of  Massachusetts  and  the  District  of  Rhode  Island  filed  libels 
against  10  30-pound  cans  of  frozen  eggs  at  Springfield,  IMass.,  and  56  30-pound 
cans  of  frozen  eggs  at  Providence,  R.  I.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  January  23,  February  2,  and  March 
6,  1942,  by  Sam  Greenbaum  from  Newark,  N.  J. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 

On  March  23  and  April  1  and  22,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judg¬ 
ments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3053.  Adulteration  of  frozen  whole  eggs.  U.  S.  v.  75  Cans  of  Frozen  Whole 
Eggs.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

6656.  Sample  No.  84216-E.) 

On  January  6,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey 
filed  a  libel  against  75  cans  of  frozen  whole  eggs  at  Newark,  N.  J.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  December 
16,  1941,  by  Marshall  Kirby  &  Co.,  from  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed 
substance. 

On  May  9,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared.  Judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8054,  Adulteration  of  frozen  eggs.  U.  S.  v.  1,143  Cans  of  Frozen  Whole  Eggs 
and  202  Cans  of  Frozen  Egg  Meats.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation. 
Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos. 

6134,  6135.  Sample  Nos.  61831-E  to  61833-E,  incl.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  decomposed  eggs. 

On  November  1,  1941,  the  United  States. attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Washington  filed  a  libel  against  1,345  30-pound  cans  of  frozen  eggs  at  Spokane, 
Wash.,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce,  the 
frozen  whole  eggs  having  been  shipped  by  Northwest  Poultry  &  Dairy  Products 
Co.  from  Portland,  Oreg.,  and  the  frozen  egg  meats  having  been  shipped  by 
Idaho  Egg  Producers  from  Caldwell,  Idaho,  within  the  period  from  on  or  about 
June  23  to  on  or  about  October  10,  1941 ;  and  charging  that  they  were  adulter¬ 
ated  in  that  they  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  decomposed  substances. 

On  December  16,  1941,  Northwest  Poultry  &  Dairy  Products  Co.  having  ap¬ 
peared  as  claimant,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned  under  the  supervision  of 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  The  unfit  portion  was  segregated  and 
destroyed. 

3055.  Adulteration  of  frozen  eggs.  U.  S,  v.  152  Cans  of  Frozen  Eggs.  Consent 
deeree  of  eondemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  for  segre¬ 
gation  and  salvage.  (F.  D.  C.  6366.  Sample  No.  84201— E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  decomposed  eggs. 

On  December  9,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  New  York  filed  a  libel  against  152  cans  of  frozen  eggs  at  New  York,  N.  Y., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
November  19,  1941,  by  L.  Rudolf  &  Co.  from  Jersey  City,  N.  J. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed 
substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Whites  and  Yolk  Mixed  *  *  ♦ 

Packed  by  Iowa  Egg  Company,  Des  Moines,  Iowa.” 

On  January  15,  1942,  Samuel  Dunkel  &  Co.,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  claimant 
having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  released  under  bond  conditioned 
that  the  good  portion  be  separated  from  the  bad  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  and  that  the  latter  be  destroyed  or  denatured. 
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3056.  Adulteration  asul  misl»randing  of  spray  egg  yolk.  U.  S.  v.  8  Cases  of  Spray 
lieu  Kgg  Aolk.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered 
released  under  bond  to  be  flenatured.  (F.  D.  C,  No.  493(5.  Sample  No. 
69060-E.) 

In  this  case  soybean  flour  and  carotin  had  been  substituted  in  whole  or  in 
part  for  dried  egg  yolk. 

On  June  17,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey 
filed  a  libel  against  8  200-pound  cases  of  spi’ay  egg  yolk  at  Hackensack,  N.  J., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  April  10,  1941,  by  Rogol 
Distributors,  Inc.,  from  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated 
and  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  “Spray  Hen  Egg  Yolk  Packed  By 
Hongkong  Export.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  (1)  in  that  a  substance,  spray 
dried  egg  yolk  containing  soybean  flour  with  added  carotin,  had  been  substi¬ 
tuted  wholly  or  in  part  for  spray  hen  egg  yolk,  which  it  purported  to  be;  and 
(2)  in  that  soybean  flour  with  added  carotin  had  been  added  thereto  or  mixed 
or  packed  therewith  so  as  to  reduce  its  quality  or  strength. 

-It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  name  “Spray  Hen  Egg  Yolk” 
was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  spray  dried  egg  yolk  containing  soybean 
flour  with  added  carotin;  (2)  in  that  it  was  olfered  for  sale  under  the  name 
of  another  food;  and  (3)  in  that  it  was  fabricated  from  two  or  more  ingredients 
and  its  label  failed  to  bear  the  common  or  usual  name  of  each  ingredient. 

On  May  1,  1942,  Rogol  Distributors,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that,  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  it  be  reprocessed  by  the  addition  of  10  percent 
of  cocoa  so  that  it  could  not  be  sold  as  spray  hen  egg  yolk  but  solely  as  a 
mixture  of  hen  egg  yolk,  soybean  flour,  and  cocoa,  and  that  it  be  relabeled  so 
as  to  comply  with  the  law. 


FISHERIES  PRODUCTS 

SHELLFISH 

Nos.  305  7  to  3001  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  crab  meat  that  was 
contaminated  by  Escherichia  coli. 

3057.  Adulteration  of  crab  meat.  U.  S.  v.  Harold  M.  Wallace  (Gulf  Crabmeat 

Co.).  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine  .*H25;  fine  remitted.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  2922.  Sample 
Nos.  35015-E.  351G6-E,  3r>23.3-E.) 

On  February  7,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Alabama  filed  an  information  against  Harold  M.  Wallace,  trading  as  Gulf  Crab- 
meat  Co.  at  Mobile,  Ala.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  June  19,  20,  and  27,  1940, 
from  the  State  of  Alabama  into  the  State  of  Maryland  of  quantities  of  crab 
meat  that  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy 
substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby 
it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  February  11,  1942,  the  defendant  having  entered  a  plea  of  guilty,  the  court 
imposed  a  fine  of  $25,  which  was  remitted. 

3058.  Adulteration  of  crab  meat.  IJ.  S.  v.  Clarence  Sprinkle  (Sprinkle  Seafood 

Co.).  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  8^25;  fine  remitted.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  2920.  Sample 
No.  35221-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  that  a  portion  contained  Escherichia  coli. 

On  March  8,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Alabama  filed  an  information  against  Clarence  Sprinkle,  trading  as  Sprinkle 
Seafood  Co.  at  Bayou  La  Batre,  Ala.,  alleging  that  on  or  about  June  21,  1940, 
the  defendant  gave  to  the  Star  Fish  &  Oyster  Co.,  Inc.,  Mobile  Ala.,  a  guaranty 
that  all  crab  meat  furnished  by  the  defendant  to  said  company  would  be 
neither  misbranded  nor  adulterated  within  the  meaning  of  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug  and  Cosmetic  Act ;  that  on  June  21,  1940,  the  defendant  sold  and  delivered 
to  the  Star  Fish  &  Oyster  Co.,  Inc.,  a  quantity  of  crab  meat;  and  that  said 
crab  meat  was  delivered  for  introduction  in  interstate  commerce  by  the  pur¬ 
chaser  from  the  State  of  Alabama  into  the  State  of  Maryland. 

The  information  charged  further  that  the  defendant  had  given  a  guaranty 
which  was  false,  in  violation  of  said  act,  in  that  the  crab  meat  so  sold  and 
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delivered  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  fiUhy  sub¬ 
stance;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby 
it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  February  11,  1942  the  defendant  having  entered  a  plea  of  guilty,  the  court 
imposed  a  fine  of  $25,  which  was  remitted. 

3059.  Adulteration  of  eral>  meat.  IJ.  S.  v.  William  K.  Thomp.son  (W.  E.  Thompson 

Oyster  Co.).  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  Jf»25;  line  remitted.  (F.  U.  C.  No.  2026. 

Sample  Nos.  9784-E,  35236-E.) 

On  March  8,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Alabama  filed  an  information  against  William  E.  Thompson,  trading  as  W.  E. 
Thompson  Oyster  Co.,  at  Theodore,  Ala.,  alleging  that  on  or  about  June  12,  1940, 
the  defendant  gave  to  the  Star  Fish  &  Oyster  Co.,  Inc.,  Mobile,  Ala.,  a  guaranty 
that  all  crab  meat  furnished  by  the  defendant  to  said  company  would  be  neither 
misbranded  nor  adulterated  within  the  meaning  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act:  that  on  June  22  and  July  17,  1940,  the  defendant  sold  and 
delivered  to  Star  Fish  &  Oyster  Co.,  Inc.,  a  quantity  of  crab  meat;  and  that 
said  crab  meat  was  delivered  by  the  purchaser  for  intit)duction  in  interstate 
commerce  from  the  State  of  Alabama  into  the  States  of  Maryland  and  Virginia. 

The  information  charged  further  that  the  defendant,  in  violation  of  said  act, 
bad  given  a  guaranty  which  was  false  since  the  crab  meat  was  adulterated  in 
that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it  had 
been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become 
contaminated  with  filth. 

On  February  11,  1942,  the  defendant  having  entered  a  plea  of  guilty,  the  court 
imposed  a  fine  of  $25,  which  was  remitted. 

3060.  Adulteration  of  eral>  meat.  U.  S.  v.  95  Cans  and  125  Cans  of  Crab  Meat. 

Default  deeree  of  eondemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5383. 

Sample  No.  50431-E.) 

On  or  about  August  15,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  filed  a  libel  against  95  pound  cans  of  claw  crab  meat  ,  and  125  pound 
cans  of  regular  crab  meat  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  August  12,  1941,  by  N.  R.  Coulbourn 
from  Hampton,  Va. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted 
in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  or  decomposed  substance ;  and  in  that 
it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become 
contaminated  with  filth. 

On  September  25,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3061.  Adulteration  of  crab  meat.  U.  §.  v.  2.36  Cans  and  87  Cans  of  Crab  Meat. 

Default  deeree  of  condemnation*  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5384. 

Sample  No.  59132-E.) 

On  or  about  August  15,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  filed  a  libel  against  230  pound  cans  of  regular  crab  meat  and  87 
pound  cans  of  claw  crab  meat  at  Washington,  D.  _C.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  August  12,  1941,  by  V.  S.  Lank¬ 
ford  &  Co.  from  Hampton,  Va. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that 
it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  or  decomposed  substance; 
and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  and  packed  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  September  25,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  in'oduct  was  ordered  destroyed. 


3062.  Atlulteration  of  oysters.  F.  S.  v.  85  Cans  of  Oysters.  Default  decree  of 
ectidemnatioM  and  destruction.  (F,  D.  C.  No.  6653.  Sample  No.  53682— E.) 

This  pi’oduct  was  decomposed. 

On  January  3,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  California  filed  a  libel  against  85  cans  of  oysters,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  November  13,  1941,  by  the' 
Oyster  Bay  Oyster  Co.  from  Oyster  Bay,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Can)  “Seawanhaka  Brand  Oysters.” 

On  February  13,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 
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Nos.  to  3065  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  oysters  that  con¬ 

tained  added  water. 

30(>3.  Adulteration  of  oysters.  U.  S.  v.  88  Pints  of  Oysters.  Ilefault  decree  of 
condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  3570.  Sample  No.  24835— E.) 

On  December  20,  1940,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  88  pints  of  oysters  at  Kingston,  Pa.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  December 
16,  1940,  by  the  Crisfield  Packing  Co.  fi-om  Crisfield,  Md. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated.  It  was  labeled  in  part ;  “M  and  V  Brand  *  *  *  Oysters.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  (1)  in  that  water  had  been  sub¬ 
stituted  in  whole  or  in  part  therefor;  and  (2)  in  that  water  had  been  added 
thereto  or  mixed  or  packed  therewith  so  as  to  increase  its  bulk  or  weight, 
reduce  its  quality  or  strength,  or  make  it  appear  better  or  of  greater  value  than 
it  was. 

On  February  27,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3064.  Adulteration  of  oysters.  IJ.  S.  v.  (>0  Pint  Cans  and  24  Pint  Cans  of  Oy.sters. 

liefault  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  0615. 

Sample  No.  54844-E.) 

On  December  26,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  84  pint  cans  of  oysters  at  Harrisburg,  Pa., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
December  22,  1941,  by  Travers  Bros,  from  Baltimore,  INId. ;  and  charging  that 
it  was  adulterated.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Can)  “Blue  Cross  Brand 
Fresh  Oysters.” 

It  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  water  had  been  substituted  wholly 
or  in  part  therefor,  and  in  that  water  had  lieen  added  thereto,  or  mixed  or 
packed  therewith  so  as  to  increase  its  bulk  or  weight  or  reduce  its  quality. 

On  January  29,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

SOUri.  Adulteration  of  oysters.  II.  S.  v.  281  Pints  of  Oysters  (and  1  other  seizure 
of  oysters).  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C. 

Nos.  0373,  6625.  Sample  Nos.  54805— E,  54800— B,  54S46-P].) 

This  product  contained  added  water. 

On  December  6  and  29,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  IMiddle 
District  of  Pennsylvania  filed  libels  against  815  pint  cans  of  oysters  at  York, 
Pa.,  alleging  that  the  product  had  been  shipi)ed  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  December  3  and  23,  1941,  from  Crisfield,  Md.,  by  Hickman  &  Sterling; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  water  had  been  substituted  in 
part  therefor,  and  in  that  water  had  been  added  thereto  or  mixed  or  packed 
therewith,  so  as  to  increase  its  bulk  or  weight  or  reduce  its  quality. 

On  January  27,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  condemna¬ 
tion  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed.  , 

FROZEN  FISH  AND  SHELLFISH 

Nos.  3066  to  30  72  (except  3070)  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  frozen 
fish  and  shellfish  that  was  in  whole  or  in  part  decomposed. 

30(>(J.  Adulteration  of  frozen  shrimp.  U.  S.  v.  G5  Bags,  59  Bags,  and  19  Bags 
of  Frozen  Shrimp.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  de.struetion. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  6969.  Sample  Nos.  69709-E  to  69711-E,  incl.) 

On  INIarch  4,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  143  10-pound  bags  of  frozen  shrimp  at  New 
York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
within  the  period  from  on  or  about  August  14  to  on  or  about  September  6,  1941, 
by  King  Shrimp  Co.  from  Brunswick,  Ga. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated 
in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of, a  decomposed  substance. 

On  March  19,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

30G7.  Adulteration  of  frozen  $$hrimp.  U.  S.  v.  14  Boxe.s  of  Frozen  Shrimp.  De¬ 
fault  decree  of  condemnation  and  dei^truction.  (F.  D,  C.  No.  6262.  Sample 
No.  54419-E.) 

On  Novemhin-  21,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  14  boxes  of  frozen  shrimp  at  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
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alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
September  29  and  October  1,  1941,  by  Sam  Lewis  from  Brunswick.  Ga. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
decomposed  substance. 

On  February  16,  1942,  no  claimant  having  ap})eared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3008.  Adulteration  of  frozen  shrimp.  U.  S.  v.  2  Cases  and  4  Cases  of  Frozen 
Shrimp.  Deeree  of  eondemnation  and  destrnetion.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6840. 

Sample  Nos.  86408-E,  8641 2-E.) 

On  Februarj^  27,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  6  cases  of  frozen  headless  shrimp  at  Chicago, 
Ill.,  alleging  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
October  3  and  21,  1941,  by  Star  Fish  &  Oyster  Co.  from  Mobile,  Ala. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
decomposed  substance. 

On  May  28,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

30Gt).  Adulteration  of  frozen  haddoek.  U.  .S.  v.  t,(>r>2  Boxes  of  Frozen  Haddock. 

Consent  deeree  of  eondemnation.  Broelnet  order€*d  released  under  hond 
for  separation  and  destruetiosi  of  unlit  portion.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6102.  Sample 
No.  37581-E.) 

On  October  30.  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Georgia  filed  a  libel  against  1,652  15-pound  boxes  of  frozen  haddock  at  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  October  17,  1941,  by  Stern  Fish  Co.  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decom¬ 
posed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part;  “Frozen  Haddock  Fillets 

*  *  *  Packed  by  Flag  Fish  Co.” 

On  December  1,  1941,  Stern  Fish  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allega¬ 
tions  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  separation  of  the  good  fish  from  the  bad 
and  the  destruction  of  the  latter  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  or  disposition  in  such  manner  that  it  could  not  l)e  used  for 
food. 

3070.  Acliilteration  nf  frozen  herring’.  TJ.  S.  v.  27  Boxes  of  Frozen  Herring-.  De¬ 

fault  di^eree  of  eondemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6519.  Sample 
No.  54532-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  parasitic  worms. 

On  December  13.  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  27  15S-pound  boxes  of  frozen  herring  at 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  December  6,  1941,  by  F.  T.  James  from  Toronto,  Canada ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part 
of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part ;  “Product  of  Canada 

*  *  *  Lnke  Henlng.” 

On  February  16,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

•  • 

3071.  Adulteration  of  frozen  whiting.  U.  S.  v.  200  Boxes  of  Frosted  Whiting. 

Default  decree  of  eondemnation  and  destruction.  (P,  D.  C.  No.  6190. 

Sample  Nos.  81308-E.  81312-E.) 

On  November  12,  1944,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado 
filed  a  libel  against  200  boxes  of  fish  at  Pueblo,  Colo.,  that  had  been  consigned 
by  O’Donnell-Usen  Fisheries,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  on  or  about  September  29,  1941,  from  Boston,  Mass. ;  and  charg¬ 
ing  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wliohy  or  in  nnrt  of  a  decom¬ 
posed  sub, stance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Frosted  II  &  G  Whiting.” 

On  January  7,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destr<^yed. 

3072.  Adulteratiou  of  fr<>zen  whiting’.  U.  ,S.  v.  I.G-IG  Boxe.s,  3,104  l*ouiids,  and 

1,8JU>  Pounds  of  Frozen  Whiting.  Default  decrees  of  «*«»?»<'lem’’^ation  and 
destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos.  5212,  5970,  6971.  Sample  Nos.  65092-E,  65094-E, 
07293-E.) 

Examination  of  this  iiroduct  disclosed  the  presence  of  decomposed  fish. 

On  .July  25  and  Octol)er  4,  1941,  Ihe  United  States  attorneys  for  the  District 
of  Colorado  and  the  Southern  District  of  Iowa  filed  libels  against  1.646  boxes 
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of  frozen  whiting  at  Denver,  Colo.,  and  5,000  pounds  of  frozen  whiting  at  Daven¬ 
port,  Iowa,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  ahont  June  24  and  September  22,  1941,  by  Progressive  Fish  Co.  or  Pro¬ 
gressive  Fillet  Co.  from  Gloucester,  Mass.;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated 
in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part:  (Boxes)  “15  Lbs.  Net  H  &  G  Whiting.” 

On  September  17  and  October  29, 1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments 
of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  iDi’oduct  was  ordered  destroyed. 

CANNED  FISH 

8073.  Adulteration  of  eaniied  salmon.  U.  S.  v.  3Iorris  3Iu.skatell  ami  Jack  yiuska- 

tcll  (3Iorris  3Iuskatell  &  Son.s).  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine.s,  .‘!;400.  (F.  I).  C. 

No.  5501.  Sample  Nos.  52115-E,  60715-B  to  G0717-E,  iiicl.) 

A  portion  of  this  product  had  been  damaged  by  fire  at  the  port  of  origin;  all 
lots  showed  the  presence  of  decomposed  fish. 

On  April  1,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of  Wash¬ 
ington  filed  an  information  against  Morris  Muskatell  and  Jack  Muskatell,  co¬ 
partners,  trading  as  Morris  Muskatell  &  Sons  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  alleging  shipment 
on  or  about  September  22,  1940,  and  IMarch  19,  1941,  from  Alaska  into  the  State 
of  Washington  of  quantities  of  canned  salmon  that  was  adulterated  in  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  or  decomposed  substance,  and 
was  otherwise  unfit  for  food.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “M  and  J  [or 
“Peter  Pan”]  Brand  *  ♦  *  Salmon.” 

On  June  15,  1942,  the  defendants  having  entered  pleas  of  guilty,  the  court 
imposed  a  fine  of  $200  and  costs  upon  each  defendant. 

8074.  Adulteration  of  canned  sardines.  IT.  S.  v.  8  Cases  of  Canned  Sardines.  De¬ 

fault  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6043.  Sample 

No.  755^  0-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  that  it  was  undergoing  progressive 
spoilage. 

On  October  20,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massa¬ 
chusetts  filed  a  libel  against  8  cases  of  canned  sardines  at  Boston,  Mass.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  May  18, 
1940,  by  Francis  II.  Leggett  &  Co.  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  sub¬ 
stance.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Clita  Brand  Importe  du  Portugal  *  *  * 

Sardine  Portoghesi.” 

On  March  30,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemuiition 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3075.  Adulteration  of  canned  .seafood.  IT.  S.  v.  4  Cases  of  Oeeankurgers.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6396.  Sample  No. 

59492-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  not  sterile  and  was  undergoing 
progressive  decomposition. 

On  December  12,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Virginia  filed  a  libel  against  4  cases,  each  containing  24  cans,  of  Oceanburgers 
at  Norfolk,  Va..  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
©n  or  about  November  5,  1941,  by  the  Nomis  Corporation  from  Jacksonville, 
Fla. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans) 
“Penguin  Brand  Oceanburger  Net  Weight  I  Lb.  2  cz.” 

On  .Tanuary  27,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

FRUITS  AND  VEGETABLES 

FRESH  FRUITS  AND  VEGETABLES 

3076.  Adulteration  of  applc.s.  IT.  S.  v.  708  Iloxe.s  of  Applc.s.  Dofa^alt  decree  of 

4M»udemuation  aud  de.struction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6527.  Sample  No.  70227-E.) 

This  product  contained  excessive  amounts  of  lead  and  arsenic. 

On  December  4,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Georgia  filed  a  libel  against  798  boxes  of  apples  at  Rome,  Ga.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 'November  24,  1941, 
by  H.  S.  Denison  &  Go.  from  Cashmere,  Wash. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  bore  or  contained  poisonous  and  deleterious  substances 
which  might  have  rendered  it  injurious  to  health.  The  article  was  labeled  in 
part:  “Dainty  IVIaid  Brand  Apples.” 
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Oil  February  24,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

:i077.  Adulteration  of  apples.  V.  S.  v.  3<>  Boxes  of  Apples.  Default  decree  of 
condeiuiiation.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  06(55.  Sample  No.  49492-E.) 

This  product  bore  spray  residue  containing  lead. 

On  or  about  December  26,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern 
District'  of  Texas  tiled  a  libel  against  36  boxes  of  apples  at  Dallas,  Tex., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
November  19,  1941,  by  Independent  Whse.  Co.,  from  Dryden,  Wash. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  contained  an  added  poisonous  and 
deleterious  substance,  namely,  lead,  in  an  amount  that  might  have  rendered 
it  injurious  to  health.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Icicle  Brand  Wash¬ 
ington  Apples.”  * 

On  January  30,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3078.  Adulteration  of  apples.  U.  S.  v.  27  and  12  Boxes  of  Apples.  Consent  decree 
of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6666.  Sample  No.  66920— E.) 

This  product  contained  added  arsenic  and  lead. 

On  December  23,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  39  boxes  of  apples  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  November  8, 
1941,  from  Yakima,  Wash.,  by  the  W.  E.  Roche  Fruit  Co. ;  and  charging  that 
it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  contained  added  poisonous  or  deleterious  ingre¬ 
dients,  arsenic  and  lead,  which  might  have  rendered  it  harmful  to  health. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Ex  Fancy  Jonathan  ♦  *  *  Yak  Brand.” 

On  January  20,  1942,  the  consignee  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree-, 
judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8079.  Adulteration  of  huckleberries.  TJ.  S.  v.  190  Cases  of  Canned  Huckleberries 
(and  3  additional  seizure  actions  ag-ainst  huckleberries.)  Default  de¬ 
crees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6112,  6136,  6187, 
6763.  Sample  Nos.  60897-E,  60902-E,  60920-E,  60987-E.) 

This  product  contained  worms  and  insect  fragments. 

Betwi^en  October  31,  1941,  and  January  26,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys 
for  the  District  of  Oregon  and  the  Northern  District  of  California  filed  libels 
against  302  cases  of  canned  huckleberries  at  Portland,  Oreg.,  42  cases  at  Eugene, 
Oreg.,  and  30  cases  at  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  October  14, 
1941,  to  on  or  about  December  10,  1941,  by  the  Midfield  Packers  in  part  from 
Olympia,  Wash.,  to  Portland.  Oreg.,  and  in  part  from  Portland,  Oreg.,  to  San 
Francisco,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted 
wholly  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Can) 
“Moon-Winks  Brand  Water  Pack  Huckleberries” ;  or  “Midfield  Brand  Water 
Pack  Huckleberries.” 

On  February  20  and  March  9,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments 
of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3080.  Misbranding  of  lingon  berries.  IT.  S.  v.  16  Cartons  of  kingon  Berries. 

Consent  deeree  of  condemnation.  Product  released  under  bond  for 
relabeling.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6697.  Sample  No.  63434— E.) 

This  product  was  short  of  the  declared  weight,  and  its  label  failed  to  bear 
an  ingredient  statement. 

On  January  14,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington  filed  a  libel  against  16  cartons  of  lingon  berries  at  Seattle,  Wash., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about' 
December  15,  1941,  by  the  Scandia  Commercial  Co.  from  San  Francisco,  Calif. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Jars) 
“Scandia  Brand  Imported  Preserved  Lingon  Berries  *  *  *  16  Ozs.  Net.” 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  on  the  label,  “16 
Ozs.  Net,”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  short 
weight;  (2)  in  that  it  was  in  package  form  and  its  label  did  not  bear  an 
accurate  statement  of  the  quantity  of  contents;  and  (3)  in  that  it  was  fabri¬ 
cated  from  two  or  more  ingredients  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  the  common  or 
usual  name  *of  each  ingredient. 

On  February  27,  1942,  the  Nordic  Baking  &  Importing  Co.,  Seattle,  Wash., 
claimant,  having  consemted  to  the  entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  relabeling 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
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3081.  Adulteration  of  red  kidney  beans.  TJ.  S.  v.  25  Sacks  of  Red  Kidney  Beans. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  0224. 

Sample  No.  67916-E.) 

This  product  was  moldy. 

On  November  14,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Unstern  District  of 
Arkansas  filed  a  libel  against  25  sacks  of  red  kidney  beans  at  Little  Lock,  Ark., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
October  2,  1941,  by  Schloss  &  Kahn  from  Montgomery,  Ala. ;  and  charging  tliat 
it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Sacks)  “CHP  Haxton  lied  Kidney  Beans  Geo. 
W.  Ilaxton  &  Son  Oaktield,  N.  Y.” 

On  February  12,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

FROZEN  FRUITS 

3082.  Adulteration  of  frozen  blackberries.  U.  S.  v.  1  Barrel  of  Frozen  Black¬ 

berries.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

6355.  Sample  Nos.  1G887-E,  73141-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  sliowed  the  presence  of  moldy  berries. 

On  or  about  December  15,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western 
District  of  Missouri  filed  a  libel  against  1  barrel  of  frozen  blackberries  at  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on 
or  about  September  16,  1941,  by  Tacoma  Ice  Co.  from  Sumner,  Wash. ;  and  charg¬ 
ing  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed 
substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “National  Fruit  Canning  Co.  Seattle, 
Wash.  *  *  *  Cultivated  Blackberries.” 

On  February  13,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3083.  Adulteration  of  frozen  .strawberries.  IJ.  S.  v.  110  Barrels  of  Frozen  Straw¬ 

berries.  Default  de<*ree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

6828.  Sample  No.  84025-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  moldy  berries. 

On  or  about  February  10,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern 
District  of  New  York  filed  a  libel  against  110  barrels  of  frozen  strawberries  at 
Bronx  [New  York],  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  September  4,  1941,  by  Mukai  &  Son  from  Vashon,  Wash. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of 
a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Rock  Garden  Brand 
4&1  Marshall  Strawberries  No.  2.” 

On  March  2,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroj^ed. 

CilNNED  FRUITS 

3084.  Adulteration  of  canned  bla<*kberries.  U.  S.  v.  277  Carton.s  and  46  Ca.ses  of 

Canned  Blackberries.  Decrees  of  condemnation.  Portion  released  under 

bond;  remainder  ordered  destroyed.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6369,  6370.  Sample 

Nos.  61586-E,  61437-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  moldy  berries. 

On  December  6,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  Northern  District  of 
California  and  the  District  of  Idaho  filed  libels  against  277  cartons  of  canned 
blackberries  at  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  and  46  cases  of  canned  blackberries  at  Boise, 
Idaho,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  September  16  and  October  24,  1941,  by  G.  P.  Halferty  &  Co.  from  Seattle, 
Wash.;  and  charging  that  it  V^as  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Mountain 
Home  Brand  *  *  *  Blackberries,  Haas  Brothers,  Distributors,  OaklancT’ ;  or 

“Yellow  Band  Bi'and  Blackberries  *  *  *  Distributed  by  G.  P.  Halferty  &  Co. 

Seattle,  U.  S.  A.” 

On  March  4,  1912,  Haas  Bros,  liaving  appeared  as  claimant  for  the  lot  seized 
at  San  Francisco,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  tlie  product  was 
ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  brought  into  conformity  with 
the  law  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  On  Janu¬ 
ary  5,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  lot  seized  at  Boise,  judgment  of 
condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 
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8086.  Adulteration  of  canned  blackberries.  U.  S.  a*.  62  Cases  of  Canned  Black¬ 

berries.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

6813.  Sample  No,  64019-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  insects  and  maggots  and 
moldy  berries. 

On  February  4,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  52  cases  of  canned  blackberries  at  Rochester,  N.  Y., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  by  the  Litteral 
Canning  Co.  from  Fayetteville,  Ark. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in 
that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  and  decomposed  substance.  It  was 
labeled  in  part :  “Faycano  Blackberries  Packed  in  Water.” 

On  March  17,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  default  decree  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

808G.  Adulteration  of  canned  blackberries.  U.  S.  v,  53  Cases  of  Canned  Black¬ 
berries.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C. 

No.  6688.  Sample  No.  72139-E.)  ' 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  moldy  berries. 

On  January  22,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
California  fih'd  a  libel  against  53  cases,  each  containing  24  cans,  of  blackberries 
at  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  November  26,  1941,  by  Paulus  Bros.  Packing  Co.  from 
Salem,  Oreg. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole 
or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans) 
“White  Tag  Blackberries  *  *  *  ^  I^l3  ” 

On  February'16,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8087.  Adulteration  of  canned  blackberries.  U.  S.  v.  50  Cases  of  Canned  Black¬ 

berries.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C. 

No.  6602.  Sample  No.  61900-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  that  it  contained  decomposed  material, 
as  evidenced  by  the  presence  of  mold. 

On  or  about  December  29,  1911,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District 
of  Montana  filed  a  libel  against  56  cases,  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans,  of  black¬ 
berries  at  Havre,  Mont.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  September  10,  1941,  by  the  Standard  Wholesale  Co.  from 
Portland,  Oreg.;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance,  as  evidenced  by  the  presence  of 
mold.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cases)  “Spencerian  Brand  *  ♦  ♦ 
Blackberries  *  *  *  Packed  by  Spencer  Packing  Co.,  Lebanon,  Oregon.” 

On  March  6,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3088.  Misbranding  of  canned  elierries.  TJ.  S.  v.  48  Cases  of  Canned  Cherries. 

Consent  decree  of  forfeiture.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  for 

relabeling.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6845.  Sample  No.  85448— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  w^as  substandard  in  quality  because  of 
an  excessive  number  of  blemished  cherries. 

On  February  14,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of-  Idaho 
filed  a  libel  against  48  cases  of  canned  cherries  at  Boise,  Idaho,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  January  26, 
1942,  by  General  Grocery  Co.  from  Portland,  Oreg. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part  “White  Star  Brand  Water  Packed 
Red  Sour  Pitted  Cherries  Net  Contents  6  Lb.  7  Ozs.” 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for  which  a 
standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  provided  by  law,  but  its 
quality  fell  below  such  standard  because  more  than  15  percent  by  count  of  the 
cherries  in  the  container  were  blemished  and  its  label  failed  to  boar,  in  such 
manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  below  such 
standard. 

On  March  10,  1942,  General  Grocery  Co.,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  consented  to 
the  entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  of  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  product  was 
ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  relabeled  in  compliance  with 
The  law. 
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3089.  Misliraiiding'  of  camiecl  clierries.  IJ.  S.  v,  37  Cases  of  Canned  Cherries. 

I>efault  deeree  of  eondeinnation.  Product  orclered  releaseil  under  bond 
for  relabeling.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6342.  Sample  No.  81401— E.) 

This  product  was  substandard  because  of  the  presence  of  excessive  ]uts. 

On  December  8,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Nebraska 
tiled  a  libel  against  37  cases  of  canned 'cherries  at  North  Platte,  Nebr.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  September 
9,  1941,  by  Loveland  Canning  Co.  from  Loveland,  Colo. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Loveland  Brand  Water  Pack  Red 
Tart  Pitted  Cherries.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food 
for  which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided 
by  law  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  since  more  than  1  pit  was  present 
in  each  20  ounces  of  cherries,  namely,  an  average  of  2.16  pits  per  20  ounces ; 
and  its  label  did  not  bear  in  such  manner  and  form  as  specified  by  the  regulations 
a  statement  that  it  fell  below  such  standard. 

On  January  27,  1942,  Loveland  Canning  Co.,  claimant,  having  failed  to  answer 
the  allegations  of  the  libel  but  having  applied  for  redelivery  of  the  product, 
and  the  court  having  found  that  the  allegations  of  the  libel  were  true  and  that 
the  product  should  be  condemned,  it  was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  re¬ 
labeling  in  compliance  with  the  law. 

3090.  Misbranding:  of  candied  clacrries.  U.  S.  v.  39  Cases  of  Canned  Clierries. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  released  under  bond  for  rela¬ 
beling:.  (P.  D.  C,  No.  6351.  Sample  No.  81403-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  -was  substandard  because  of  an  excess 
of  cherry  pits. 

On  December  18,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Wyoming 
filed  a  libel  against  89  cases  of  canned  cherries  at  Cheyenne,  Wyo.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  September  16, 
1941,  by  Producers’  Canning  Co.  from  Ft.  Collins,  Colo. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Contents  1  IJ).  3  Ozs.  Highland 
Brand  in  Water  Red,  Tart,  Pitted  Cherries.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  was  represented  to  be 
pitted  cherries ;  whereas  it  contained  more  than  1  pit  to  each  20  ounces  of 
cherries,  namely,  an  average  of  2.28  pits  per  20  ounces,  which  was  below  the 
standard  of  quality  prescribed  by  regulations  provided  by  law. 

On  February  11,  1942,  Producers’  Canning  Co.,  claimant,  having  consented  to 
the  entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  relabeled  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3091.  Misbramliug:  of  caiiiieci  clierries.  IT.  S.  v.  449  Cases  aurt  489  Cases  of  Csinned 

Cherries.  Consent  decree  ordering:  the  proiJuct  reSeased  under  bond  to 
be  relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5109.  Sample  Nos.  42427-E,  42428-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  substandard  because  more  than 
1  pit  was  present  in  each  20  ounces  of  canned  cherries,  namely,  an  average  of 
1.98  in  one  lot  and  1.82  in  the  other.  Furthermore,  the  vignette  on  the  label 
of  a  portion  of  the  product  was  misleading  since  the  cherries  portrayed  in  the 
dish  did  not  appear  to  be  pitted  and  were  not  the  color  of  water  pack  cherries. 

On  July  10,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
I’ennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  938  cases,  each  containing  24  No.  2  cans,  of 
cherries  at  McKeesport,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or 
about  February  16,  1941,  by  Westfield  Planters  Cooperative  Fruit  Products,  Inc., 
from  Westfield,  N.  Y. ;  and"  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in 
part:  (Cans)  “Sunny  Boy  [or  “Tastymaid”]  Brand  *  *  *  Sour  idtted 

Cherries.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded:  (Both  lots)  In  that  it  purported 
to  be  a  food  for  which  ;i  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations 
as  provided  by  law,  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  and  its  label  did 
not  bear  in  such  manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  stateirent  tliat  it 
fell  below  such  standard;  (Tastymaid 'brand  only)  In  that  its  labeling  was  mis¬ 
leading  since  the  vignette  was  deceptive  in  -that  cherries  pictured  therein  did 
not  have  the  appearance  of  pitted  cherries  and  were  not  the  color  of  water  pack 
cherries. 

On  August  18,  1941,  Westfield  Planters  Cooperative  Fruit  Products,  Inc.,  claim¬ 
ant,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  was  entered  ordering 
the  product  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  in  compliance  with  the  law. 


auul-322o] 


NOTICES  OF  JUDGMENT 


25 


S002.  Misbranding-  of  oanned  cherries.  TJ.  S.  v.  191  Cases  and  170  Cases  of 
Canned  Cherries.  Consent  decrees  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  re¬ 
leased  under  bond  for  relabeling.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  (3816,  6810.  Sample  Nos. 
87504-K,  87711-E.) 

Exoininaticn  showed  that  this  product  was  not  of  Fancy  quaUty  as  labeled, 
that  there  was  ex(*essive  headspace  in  the  cans,  and  that  portions  were  short 
of  the  declared  weight. 

On  Fehruary  5,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  the  District  of  Maryland  filed  libels  against  191  cases  of  canned  cherries 
at  Washington,  D.  -C.,  and  170  cases  of  canned  cherries  at  Frederick,  Md., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
.July  15,  1941,  and  January  5  and  7,  1942,  by  the  G.  H.  Musselman  Co.  from 
Biglerville,  Pa.;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part: 
“Contents  1  Pound  Musselman’s  Bed  Sour  Pitted  Cherries  Fancy  Quality.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  “Fancy 
Quality”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  not  Fancy 
because  of  too  many  spotted  and  blemished  cherries ;  in  that  it  purported  to  be 
a  food  for  which  a  standard  of  fill  of  container  had  been  prescribed  by  regula¬ 
tions  as  provided  by  law  but  it  fell  beloyv  the  standard  of  fill  of  container 
applicable  thereto,  and  its  label  failed  to  bear,  in  such  manner  and  form  as 
the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  below  such  standard.  Portions 
of  the  article  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded  further  in  that  the  statement 
“Contents  1  Pound”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was 
short  weight ;  and  in  that  it  was  in  package  form  and  failed  to  bear  a  label 
containing  an  accurate  statement  of  the  quantity  of  the  contents. 

On  March  16  an.d  20,  1942,  the  C.  H.  Musselman  Co.,  Biglerville,  Pa.,  claimant, 
having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libels,  judgments  of  condemnation  were 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it 
be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

9093,  Afliilteratioii  of  mamseliiito  cherries.  U.  S.  v.  1.5  Half-Gallon  Jars 

Maraschino  Cherries.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction, 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  6802.  Sample  No.  00427-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  hairs  closely  resembling 
those  of  rodents. 

On  February  5,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Rhode 
Island  filed  a  libel  against  15  half-gallon  jars  of  maraschino  cherries  at 
Conimicut,  R.  I.,  alleging  that  the  article  was  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  January  14,  1942,  by  Max  Block  &  Co.,  Inc.,  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of 
a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Aylesworth  Cherries 
yio  of  1  Percent  Benzoate  Certified  Color.” 

On  April  1,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3094,  Adulteration  and  niishranding  of  canned  peaches.  U.  S.  v.  173  Cases,  49 
Cases,  and  59  Cases  of  Canned  Peaches.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation. 
Portion  ordered  released  under  bond  for  relaheling-;  remainder  ordered 
destroyed.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5647.  Sample  Nos.  48604-E,  48605-E.  48606-E.) 

One  lot  of  this  product  was  worm-infested  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  the 
common  names  of  the  optional  ingredients,  viz,  “Yellow  Freestone”  and  “Halves.” 
All  lots  were  substandard  in  quality  because  the  Inrgest  linit  in  the  container 
was  more  than  twice  the  weight  of  the  smallest  unit  and  because  the  peaches 
were  not  untrimmed  or  so  trimmed  as  to  preserve  the  normal  shape  of  the 
Units. 

On  or  about  September  18,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  foi'  the  District 
of  Georgia  filed  a  libel  against  281  cases  of  canned  peaches  at  Augusta,  Ga., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commei’ce  on  or  about 
August  14,  1941,  by  Walter  P.  Rawl  from  Gilbert,  S.  C. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  misbranded  and  that  a  portion  was  also  adulterated.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part :  “Carolina  Brand  Peeled  Peaches  Contents  1  Lb.  3  Ozs.  Packed 
in  Water” ;  “Carolina  Brand  Y'ellow  Freestone  Peaches  Halves  in  Water 
Contents  1  Lb.  12  Ozs.” ;  and  “Halves  in  Syrup  Contents  1  Lb.  12  Ozs.  Carolina 
Yellow  Freestone  Peaches.” 

A  portion  (173  cases)  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  sul)stance;  and  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it 
purported  to  be  a  food  for  which  a  definition  and  standard  of  identity  had  been 
prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by  law  but  its  label  failed  to  bear  the 
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common  names  of  the  optional  ingrerlients,  “Yellow  Freestone”  and  “Halves.” 
All  lots  of  the  article  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be 
a  food  for  which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as 
provided  by  law,  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard,  and  its  label  failed 
to  bear,  in  su(?h  manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that 
it  fell  below  such  standard. 

On  March  27,  1942,  Walter  P.  Rawl,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allegations 
of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  108  cases  of  the  ship¬ 
ment  were  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  they  be  relabeled  in 
compliance  with  the  law  and  173  cases  of  the  product  were  ordered  destroyed. 

3095.  Misluraiidiiig:  of  canned  peaches.  U.  S.  v.  430.  Cases  of  Canned  Peaches. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond 
for  relabeling'.  (F.  D.  C.  No,  6843.  'Sample  No.  81141— E.) 

Examination  showed  this  product  to  be  unevenly  trimmed. 

On  February  12,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  Texas  filed  a  libel  against  430  cases  of  canned'  peaches  at  El  Paso,  Tex., 
alleging  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  nbout  October 
6  and  December  9,  1941,  and  .January  8,  1942,  by  Ilichmond-Chase  Co.,  from 
San  .Jose,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part: 
“Front  Line  Brand  Sliced  Yellow  Cling  Peaches  In  Light  Syrup  Net  Weight 
1  Lb.  13  Oz.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food 
for  which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided 
by  law,  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  because  all  units  were  not 
untrimmed  or  so  trimmed  as  to  preserve  normal  shape,  an.d  its  label  failed 
to  bear  in  such  manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that 
it  fell  below  such  standard. 

On  June  1,  1942,  Richmond-Chase  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allega¬ 
tions  of  the  libel,  judgment.of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was 
ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  properly  relabeled. 

3096.  Misbranding  of  canned  fruit  oooktail.  IT.  S.  v.  94  Cases  and  93  Cases  of 

Canned  Fruit  Cocktail.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  re¬ 
leased  jiiider  bond  for  relabeling.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6831.  Sample  Nos.  87601— E, 
87602-E.) 

Examination  showed  this  product  was  not  of  Fancy  quality  as  labeled. 

On  February  16,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  D. strict  of  Maryland 
filed  a  libel  against  187  cases,  each  containing  48  1-pound  cans,  of  fruit  cocktail 
at  Baltimore,  Md.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  March  27  and  June  2,  1941,  by  Foster  &  Wood  Canning 
Co.  from  Lodi,  Calif.,  and  by  the  D.  J.  Pulis  Co.,  from  San  Francisco,  Calif. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Land  o  Lakes 
Fancy  Fruit  Cocktail  in  Heavy  Syrup  *  *  *  Distributed  by  Ocono  Company 

Baltimore,  Md.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  term  “Fancy”  was 
false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  not  Fancy  because  of 
numerous  pieces  of  peach  and  pear  material  which  were  too  small  to  be 
retained  on  a  screen  with  %-inch  square  holes,  or  which  were  more  than  % 
inch  in  length,  some  bruised  pieces  and  pieces  with  peel,  grapes  with  cap  stems, 
and  crushe'd  grapes. 

On  February  19,  1942,  the  Baltimore  Wholesale  Grocery  Co.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered 
and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  relabeled 
in  compliance  with  the  law. 

3097.  Adulteration  of  diced  mixed  fruit.  U.  S.  x'.  13  Cans  of  Diced  3Iix'ed  Fruit. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6540. 
Sample  No.  54520— E.) 

This  product  contained  insect  fragments,  rodent  hairs,  and  miscellaneous  filth 
fragments. 

On  December  18,  1941,  the  Lhiited  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  13  cans  of  diced  mixed  fruit  at  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce,  on  or 
about  November  10,  1941,  by  Vienna  Extract  Co.,  from  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled 
In  part:  (Cans)  “Car.son  Diced  IMixed  Fruit.” 
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On  June  5,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroj^ed. 

8098.  Misbranclingr  of  peaeli  and  pear  tidbits.  U.  S.  v.  00  Cases  of  Peaeb  &  Pear 
Tidbits.  Decree  of  condeiniiatioit.  Product  releaseil  iiniier  bond  for  re¬ 
labeling:.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6o77.  Sample  No.  22872-E.) 

The  label  of  this  product  bore  a  vignette  of  a  dish  of  fairly  uniform  cubes, 
whereas  it  consisted  of  pieces  of  very  irregular  size  and  shape  and  a  substantial 
proportion  had  been  disintegrated  by  cooking. 

On  December  24,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  90  cases  of  peach  and  pear  tidbits  at 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  November  28,  1941,  by  Harcourt,  Greene  Co.  from  San 
Francisco,  Calif. ;  and  alleging  that  it  was  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled 
In  part:  (Cans)  “Seline  Peach  &  Pear  Tidbits  Xvignette]  *  *  *  Packed 

by  Schuckl  &  Co.  Inc.  San  Francisco  Calif.” 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  vignette,  showing  fairly  uniform 
cubes,  was  misleading  as  applied  to  a  product  composed  of  pieces  of  very 
irregular  size  and  shape;  and  in  that  the  statement  “Peach  &  Pear  Tidbits” 
was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  a  product  not  tidbits  but  consisting  of 
irregularly  shaped  fragments,  a  substantial  proportion  of  which  had  become 
disintegrated  during  the  cooking  process. 

On  February  18,  1942,  Harold-Stephens  Co.,  Allentown,  Pa.,  having  appeared 
as  claimant,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered,  and  the  product  was  ordered 
released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

8090.  Misljrandius  of  cliopped  peach-pear  mix.  U.  S.  v.  50  Cases  of  Peach-Pear 
Mix.  Default  decreee  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  delivered  to  a 
charitable  institution.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6573.  Sample  No.  23235— E.) 

The  label  of  this  product  bore  a  vignette  of  a  dish  of  fairly  uniform  cubes, 
whereas  it  consisted  almost  entirely  of  small  odd-sliaped  fragments. 

On  December  23,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Texas  filed  a  libel  against  50  cases  of  Peach-Pear  Mix  at  Laredo,  Tex.,  alleg¬ 
ing  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  Novem¬ 
ber  24,  1941,  by  F.  M.  Ball  &  Co.  from  Oakland,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  misbranded  in  that  the  vignette  of  fairly  uniform  cubes  was  misleading 
as  applied  to  small  odd-shaped  fragments.  The  article .  was  labeled  in  part : 
(Cans)  “[vignette]  Great  Value  Brand  *  *  *  Peach-Pear  Mix.” 

On  March  11,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  a  local  charitable 
institution. 

CANNED  VEGETABLES 

8100.  3Ii.«ihraudiiig  of  canned  wax  beans.  U.  S.  v.  12  Cases  of  Wax  Beans,  De¬ 

fault  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  delivered  to  a  charitable 
institution.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6562.  Sample  No.  70078— E.) 

This  product  was  canned  cut  wax  beans  of  Standard  or  Extra  Standard 
quality,  but  not  Fancy  because  of  the  presence  in  each  can  of  appreciable  pro¬ 
portions  of  beans  which  were  too  old  to  be  of  Fancy  quality,  were  hard  and 
mealy,  and  in  many  cases  stringy. 

On  or  about  December  29,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern 
District  of  Florida  filed  a  libel  against  12  cases  of  wax  beans  at  Jacksonville, 
Fla.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  October  18,  1941,  by  the  Larsen  Co.  from  Green  Bay,  Wis. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  misbranded  in  that  the  word  “Fancy”  was  false  and  misleading  as 
applied  to  an  article  which  was  not  Fancy.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part: 
(Can)  “Plee-Zing  *  *  *  Fancy  Cut  Wax  Beans  *  *  *  Packed  *  *  * 
by  the  Winorr  Canning  Company.” 

On  January  20,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  a  charitable  institu¬ 
tion  after  the  word  “Fancy”  had  been  removed  from  all  the  labels. 

8101.  Adulteration  of  canned  sliced  beets.  U.  S.  v.  58  Cases  of  Canned  Beets, 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (B\  D.  C.  No.  6835. 
Sample  No.  65949-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  undergoing  progressive  spoilage. 

On  February  11,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Distri^  :  of  Colorado 
filed  a  libel  against  53  cases  of  canned  beets  at  Denver,  Colo.,  which  had  been 
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consigned  by  the  Marshall  Canning  Co.  of  Texas,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  intei'state  commerce  on  or  about  June  24,  1941,  from 
Siigarland,  Tex. ;  and  chai-ging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted 
wholly  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  “Marshall 
Sliced  Beets  Contents  6  Lb.  8  Oz.  Distributed  By  Marshall  Food  Products  Co. 
Marshalltown,  Iowa.” 

On  Febi-uary  24,  1942,  Marshall  Canning  Co.,  claimant,  having  consented  to 
the  entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
Avas  ordered  destroyed. 


3t02.  Mi»«1irandin^  of  canisetl  corn.  U.  S.  v.  55({  CaNCS^  of  Canned  f'Orn.  Consent 
deeree  of  condemnation.  Product  orilereil  released  under  bond  for  re- 
labelins.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  0711.  Sample  No.  llolU-E.) 


This  product  was  not  of  Fancy  quality  because  of  overmaturity  and  presence 
of  cob  and  husk. 

On  or  about  January  9,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern 
District  of  Texas  filed  a  libel  against  550  cases  of  canned  corn  at  Houston, 
Tex.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  August  20,  1941,  by  the  Esmeralda  Cmming  Co.,  from  Circleville,  Ohio ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans) 
“Premier  Fancy  Cream  Style  Golden  Corn  *  *  *  Francis  II.  Leggett  &  Co. 

Distributors  New  York,  N.  Y.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  “Fancy”  w^as 
false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  not  Fancy  because  of 
overmaturity  and  the  presence  of  cob  and  husk. 

On  March  2,  1942,  Francis  H.  Leggett  &  Co.,  Houston,  Tex.,  claimant,  having 
admit  led  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered 
and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  relabeling,  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  to  comply  wdth  the  Federal 
Food,  l->rug,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 


oJOa.  Misbranding  of  canned  corn.  IT.  S.  v.  JM*  Cases  of  Canned  Corn.  Consent 
deeree  of  eondeinnation.  Produet  ordere<l  released  under  bond  for  rela¬ 
beling.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6544.  Sample  No.  70074-F.) 

This  product  was  not  of  Fancy  quality  because  of  overmaturity  and  of  the 
presence  of  cob  and  husk. 

On  or  about  December  20,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern 
District  of  Florida  tiled  a  libel  against  90  cases  of  canned  corn  at  Jacksonville, 
Fla.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  October  7,  1941,  by  Francis  H.  Leggett  &  Co.  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  misbranded  in  that  the  word  “Fancy”  was  false  and  mis¬ 
leading  as  applied'  to  an  article  that  was  not  of  Fancy  quality.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part:  “Premier  Fancy  Cream  Stylo  White  Corn.” 

On  January  9,  1942,  Francis  H.  Leggett  &  Co.,  a  corporation,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered 
and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  relabeling  under  the  super¬ 
vision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

.3104.  Misbranding  of  fanned  corn.  U.  S.  v.  80  Cases  of  Canned  Corn.  Consent 
decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  for  rela- 
beiing.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6S68.  Sample  No.  S0158-E. ) 

Examination  showed  that  tliis  product  was  not  of  grade  A,  or  Fancy  quality, 
as  labeled,  becauL*e  of  overmatiirity  of  the  kernels. 

On  February  10,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Ohio  tiled  a  libel  against  80  cases  of  canned  corn  at  Cleveland,  Ohio,  alleg¬ 
ing  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  .lanuary 
7,  1942,  by  Bocktield  Canning  Co.  from  liocktield,  Wis.  and  charging  that  it 
was  misbranded  in  that  the  terms  “Fancy”  and  “Grade  A”  were  false  and 
misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  not  Fancy  or  Grade  A  because  of 
overinaturity.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Kroger’s  Country  Club  Quality 
Brand  *  *  *  Fancy  Whole  Kernel  Golden  Bantam  *  Distributed 

by  the  Kroger  Grocery  &  Baking  Co.,  Cincinmiti,  O.” 

On  March  27,  1942,  the  Kroger  Grocery  &  Baking  Co.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered 
and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditione.d  that  it  be 
relabeled. 
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;>105.  3Ii!$t)ran(linji:  of  oannotl  corn.  IT.  S.  v.  429  Cases  of  Caimetl  Corn.  Consent 
decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  for  rela¬ 
beling-.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6248.  Sample  No.  74575-E.) 

This  product  was  not  of  Fancy  quality  because  of  overmaturity,  too  much 
silk,  husk,  cob,  and  poor,  ragged  cut. 

On  or  about  November  21,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District 
of  New  Jersey  filed  a  libel  against  429  cases  of  canned  corn  at  Newark,  N.  J., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
September  2,  1941,  by  H.  M.  Ruff  &  Sons  from  Woodbine,  Pa. ;  and  charging, 
that  it  was  misbranded  in  that  the  term  “Fancy”  was  false  and  misleading  as 
applied  to  an  article  that  was  not  Fancy  because  of  the  condition  shown  above. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Uco  Our  Best  Grade  Fancy  Golden  Sweet 
Whole  Kernel  Corn  *  *  *  Food  Corp.  Newark,  N.  J.  Distributors.” 

On  January  9,  1942  the  Uco  Food  Corporation,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  relabeling  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

8100.  Misbranding  of  canned  corn.  U.  S.  v.  128  Cases  of  Canned  Corn.  Consent 
decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  for  rela¬ 
beling.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6808.  Sample  No.  87715-E.) 

Examination  showed  this  product  was  not  of  Fancy  quality  because  of  the 
presence  of  pieces  of  husk  and  cob. 

On  February  3,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
filed  a  libel  against  123  cases  of  canned  corn  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  January 
26,  1942,  by  the  B.  F.  Shriver  Co.  from  Westminster,  Md. ;  and  charging  that 
it  was  misbranded  in  that  the  term  “Fancy”  was  false  and  misleading  as 
applied  to  an  article  that  was  not  Fancy  because  of  the  presence  of  small  pieces 
of  husk  and  cob.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Aunt  Nellie’s  Fancy  Shoe 
Peg  White  Sweet  Corn  *  *  *  Packed  For  Aunt  Nellie’s  Farm  Kitchen,  Inc. 

Hartford,  Wis.” 

On  April  7,  1942,  the  B.  F.  Shriver  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allega¬ 
tion  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was 
ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  tliat  it  be  relabeled  under  the  super¬ 
vision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

Nos.  310  7  and  3108  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  canned  peas  that 
fell  below  the  standard  of  quality  for  canned  peas  because  of  excessive  mealiness, 
as  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  their  alcohol-insoluble  solids  were  more  than  23.5 
percent. 

8107.  Mi.sbrancllng  of  fanned  peas.  U.  S.  v.  99S  Cases,  899  Cases,  and  99  Cases 
of  Canned  Peas.  Consent  deeree  ordering  the  product  released  under 
bond  to  be  relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5676.  Sample  Nos.  50877— E,  59026— E.) 

On  September  12,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  Virginia  filed  a  libel  against  998  cases  (amended  on  or  about  September  26, 
1941,  to  cover  an  additional  998  cases),  each  containing  24  cans,  of  peas  at 
Richmond,  Va.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  August 
12,  1941,  by  Mason  Canning  Co.  from  Pocomoke  City,  Md. ;  and  charging  that 
it  was  misbranded.  One  lot  (99S  cases)  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Enfield 
Club  Early  June  Peas  Contents  1  Lb.  4  Ozs.  Standard  Quality  Distributed  By 
H.  P.  Taylor  Jr.  Inc.  Richmond  Va.”  Another  lot  (99  cases)  was  unlabeled 
when  shipped  but  subsequently  was  labeled :  “Brite-Day  Brand  Early  June  Peas 
Contents:  1  Lb.,  4  Ozs.  Distributors  W.  M.  Gary  Grocery  Co.,  Inc.  Richmond, 
Va.”  The  cans  in  899  cases  were  unlabeled. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food 
for  wTiich  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided 
by  law,  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  in  that  the  alcohol-insoluble 
solids  of  the  peas  were  more  than  23.5  percent,  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in 
such  manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  below 
such  standard.  It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  further:  (998  cases)  In  that 
the  statement  “Standard  Quality”  was  false  and  misleading  because  it  was 
substandard.  (899  cases  and  99  cases)  In  that  it  was  a  food  in  package  form 
and  failed  to  bear  a  label  containing  the  name  and  place  of  business  of  the 
manufacturer,  packer,  or  distributor;  and  in  that  it  was  a  food  in  package 
form  and  failed  to  bear  a  label  containing  an  accurate  statement  of  the  quantity 
of  the  contents. 
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On  September  27,  1941,  Mason  Canning  Co.  having  appeared  as  claimant, 
judgment  was  entered  ordering  that  the  product  he  released  under  bond  to  be 
relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

aiOS.  aiisbranding  of  canned  peas.  U.  S.  v.  742  Cases,  21  Cases,  and  .308  Cases 
of  Canned  Peas.  Portion  of  product  ordered  released  under  bond  for 
relabeliag';  default  decree  of  condemnation  entered  as  to  remainder,  and 
product  ordered  delivered  to  a  local  charitable  iigency.  (P.  D.  C,  Nos. 

0253,  0690.  6S09.  Sample  Nos.  59959-E,  87229-E,  87420-E.) 

*  On  or  about  November  19,  1941,  and  January  23  and  February  10,  1942,  the 
United  States  attorneys  for  the  Northern  District  of  West  Virginia  and  the 
Western  District  of  Virginia  filed  libels  against  1,110  cases  each  containing  24 
No.  2  cans  of  peas  at  Clarksburg,  W.  Va.,  and  21  cases  each  containing  24  No.  2 
cans  of  peas  at  Winchester,  Va.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in 
interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  June  26  to  on  or  about 
October  7,  1941,  by  B.  F.  Shriver  Co.  from  Littlestown,  Pa.,  and  Westminster, 
Md. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:'  (Cans) 
“World’s  Favorite  Brand  [or  “New  Windsor  Brand’’]  Early  June  Peas.’’ 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food 
for  which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided 
by  law,  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  since  the  alcohol-insoluble  solids 
were  more  than  23.5  percent,  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in  such  manner  and 
form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  below  such  standard. 

On  December  31,  1941,  and  March  21,  1942,  B.  F.  Shriver  Co.  having  appeared 
as  claimant  for  the  product  seized  at  Clarksburg,  it  was  ordered  released  under 
bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
On  March  26,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  peas  at  Winchester, 
judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered 
to  a  local  charitable  agency. 

Nos.  3109  and  3110  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  canned  field  peas 
that  contained  insect  larvae. 

3109.  Adulteration  of  canned  field  peas.  U.  S.  v.  123  Case.s  of  Canned  Field  Peas 

(and  4  other  seizure  actions  against  canned  field  peas).  Default  decrees 
of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos.  5890  to  5900,  incl.  Sample 
Nos.  37095-E,  70106-E.) 

On  October  6,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
North  Carolina  filed  libels  against  322  cases  each  containing  24  cans  of  peas  at 
Fayetteville,  N.  C.,  and  219  cases  each  containing  24  cans  of  peas  at  Dunn,  N.  C., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
September  1  and  8,  1941,  by  Georgia  Canning  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Wayside,  Ga. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Shaver’s  Brand  Young  Tender 
Field  Peas  with  Snaps  Contents  14^  Ozs.  Avoir.” 

On  January  1,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  condemnation 
were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3110.  Adulteration  of  canned  field  peas.  U.  S.  v.  99  Cases  of  Canned  Field  Peas. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6288.  Sam¬ 
ple  No.  48964-E.) 

On  November  29,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  South  Carolina  filed  a  libel  against  99  cases  of  canned  field  peas  at  Greenville, 
S.  C.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  September  29,  1941,  by  the  Kent  Canning  Co.,  from  Gibson,  Ga. ;  and  charg¬ 
ing  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy 
substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Kent’s  Pride  Georgia 
Field  Peas  With  Snaps.” 

On  January  12,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3111.  Adulteration  of  canned  spinacli.  U.  S.  v.  40  Cases  of  Canned  Spinach. 

Default  decree  of  comlemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C,  No.  0856. 

Sample  No.  71078-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  cockleburs. 

On  February  12,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Tennessee  filed  a  libel  against  40  cases  of  canned  spinach  at  Memphis,  Tenn., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
December  10,  1941,  by  Good  Canning  Co.  from  Fort  Smith,  Ark. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  contained  an  added  deleterious  substance, 


3003^322:.] 


NOTICES  OF  JUDGMENT 


31 


cocklebiirs.  which  might  have  renden'd  it  injurious  to  health.  It  was  labeled 
in  part  :  “Dependable  Spinach.” 

On  March  31,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed, 

3112.  Mi.cibraudiitg'  of  fanned  .spiiiiafh.  U.  S.  v.  2<»  Case.s  of  Canned  Spinaeh. 

Ifefault  decree  of  eondenmation  and  destruction.  (F,  D.  C.  No.  0245.  Sam¬ 
ple  No.  84508.) 

This  product  w’as  not  Fancy  as  labeled,  because  of  the  presence  of  yellow  leaves 
and  tough  fibrous  stems  and  leaves. 

On  November  18,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  26  cases  of  canned  spinach  at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y., 
alleging  that  the  article  was  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  April 
12,  1941  by  O.  W.  Bohannon,  Inc.,  from  Van  Biiren,  Ark. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  misbranded  in  that  the  term  “Fancy”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied 
to  an  article  that  was  not  Fancy  because  of  yello\v  leaves  and  tough  fibrous  stems 
and  leaves.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Can)  “Horn  Brand  Fancy  Spinach 
*  *  *  Quality  Guaranteed  Einhorn’s  Inc.  Distributors  New  York  N.  Y.” 

On  February  4,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8113.  Mi.sbraiiding’  of  canned  mixed  x'eg'efable.s.  U.  S.  v.  40  Cases  of  Vegetables 
for  Salad.  Decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under 
bond  for  relabeling.  (F.  D,  C.  No.  6550.  Sample  No.  23705-E.) 

The  ingredients  of  this  product  were  lima  beans,  diced  carrots,  asparagus  tips, 
green  peas,  and  green  string  beans,  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  the  common  or 
usual  names  of  these  ingredients. 

On  or  about  December  24,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western 
District  of  Missouri  filed  a  libel  against  49  cases,  each  containing  24  15-ounce  cans 
of  mixed  vegetables  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  December  2,  1941,  by  Clear  Lake  Cannery, 
Inc.,  of  Upper  Lake,  Calif.,  from  Oakland,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  mis¬ 
branded  ill  that  it  was  fabricated  from  two  or  more  ingredients  and  its  label 
failed  to  bear  the  common  or  usual  name  of  each  ingredient.  It  was  labeled  in 
part :  “  ‘Good  Things  To  Eat’  Brand  Vegetables  for  Salad.” 

On  January  26,  1942,  Fred  Wolferman,  Inc.,  having  appeared  as  claimant, 
judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be 
released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  brought  into  compliance  with  the  law 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

TOMATOES  AND  TOMATO  PRODUCTS 

3114.  Adulteration  of  canned  tomatoes.  U.  S.  v.  lOO  Cases  of  Canned  Tomatoes. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6394.  Sam¬ 
ple  No.  81507-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  w’as  undei'going  progressive  decompo¬ 
sition. 

On  December  12,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New 
Mexico  filed  a  libel  against  100  cases,  each  containing  48  cans,  of  tomatoes  at 
Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  January  3  and  10,  1940,  by  Geo.  W.  Goddard  Co.  from  Ogden, 
Utah  ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part 
of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Ropak 
Brand  Tomatoes  With  ITiree  Net  Weight  14  Ounces  Royal  Canning  Corporation 
Packers  And  Distributors  Ogden,  Utah.” 

On  INIarch  6, 1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3113.  Adulteration  of  eaiined  tomatoes.  U.  S.  v.  84  Cases  of  Cannc»tl  T<uiiatoes. 

Default  deeree  of  eontleiimation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5061.  Sam¬ 
ple  No.  266— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  undergoing  progressive  decompo¬ 
sition. 

On  or  about  July  8,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Georgia  filed  a  libel  against  84  cases,  each  containing  6  cans,  of  tomatoes  at 
East  Point,  Ga.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  March  10,  1941;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that 
it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  libel  alleged 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  Kemp,  Day  &  Co.  from  New  York,  N.  Y.,  as 
indicated  by  records  collected  at  the  time  of  examination  of  the  product  but 
subsequent  investigation  disclosed  that  this  firm  acted  as  an  agent  and  that  the 
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product  bad  in  fact  been  picked  up  by  a  trucking  firm  at  tbe  plant  of  W.  T. 
Onley  Canning  Co.  at  Snow  Hill,  Md.,  wbich  firm  delivered  it  for  shipment  in 
interstate  commerce.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part;  (Cans)  “Onley  Brand 
Tomatoes  Contents  6  Lbs.  6  Ozs.” 

On  August  6,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

Adultera4i<n»  of  eaimecl  tomatoes.  U.  S.  v.  f)8  Cases  of  Canned  Tomatoes. 
Default  tleeree  of  eondemnation  and  destruction.  (F,  D.  C.  No.  6674.  Sam¬ 
ple  No.  21619-E.) 

This  product  was  tomatoes  with  puree.  The  added  puree  was  made  from 
decomposed  material,  as  evidenced  by  tbe  presence  of  mold. 

On  January  8,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  98  cases  of  canned  tomatoes  at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  November 
27,  1941,  by  the  Manteca  Canning  Co.  from  Manteca,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that 
it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomiiosed  sub¬ 
stance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Can)  “Clara  Brand  Peeled  Tomatoes 
With  Puree  *  *  *  Packed  in  California  for  Sansone  Food  Products  Co., 

Brooklyn,  N.  Y.” 

On  February  11,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3117.  Misbranding  of  canned  tomatoes.  U.  S.  v,  711  Cases  of  Canned  Tomatoes. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  releasetl  under  bond 
for  relabeling.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6833.  Sample  No.  64492-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  excessive  peel. 

On  February  6,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  711  cases  of  canned  tomatoes  at  Johnstown,  Pa., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
October  22,  1941,  by  H.  P.  Tull  &  Co.  from  Kingston,  Md. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part;  “King  of  the  Field  Brand  Tomatoes 
Contents  1  Lb.  3  Oz.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for 
which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by 
law  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  because  peel  per  pound  of  canned 
tomatoes  in  the  containers  covered  an  area  of  more  than  1  square  inch,  and  its 
label  failed  to  bear,  in  such  manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  state¬ 
ment  that  it  fell  below  such  standard. 

On  March  24,  1942,  H.  P.  Tull  &  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allegations 
of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered 
released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3118.  Adulteration  of  tomato  eatsup.  U.  S.  v.  22  Cases  of  ^’omaio  Catsup.  De¬ 

fault  decree  of  eondemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  66.32.  Sample 
No.  85381-E.) 

This  product  contained  worm  fragments. 

On  January  3,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington  filed  a  libel  against  22  cases  of  tomato  catsup  at  Seattle,  Wash., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
August  6,  1941,  by  the  Knight  Packing  Co.  from  Portland,  Oreg. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filtliy  sub¬ 
stance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Bottle)  “Knight’s  Hogue  Paver  Tomato 
Catsup.” 

'  On  April  27,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

Nos.  3119  to  3148  (except  312,5)  report  actions  based  on  interstate  ship¬ 
ments  of  tomato  p]-o(lucts  that  contained  decomiiosed  material,  as  evidenced  by 
the  presence  of  excessive  mold. 

3H{).  Adulteration  of  tomato  catsup  and  t<»mato  puree,  tl.  S.  v.  TIae  Lake  L3rie 
Cannins'  t'o.  Plea  of  nolo  contendere.  Fine*  8190  and  cost.s.  (  F  D  (' 

No.  0511.  Sample  Nos.  19380-E,  46779-E,  56507-E.  56508-E,  56510-E,  r)6522-E, 
56582-E,  56583-E.) 

On  November  17,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Ohio  filed  an  information  against  the  Lake  Erie  Canning  Co.,  a  corporation. 
Sandusky,  Ohio,  alleging  shipment  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  October 
3,  1940,  to  February  II,  1941,  from  the  State  of  Ohio  into  the  States  of  Penn- 
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sylrania  aiul  New  York,  of  quantifies  of  tomato  catsup  and  tomato  puree  that 
were  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  decomposed 
substances. 

The  articles  were  labeled  in  i)art :  “Premier  *  *  *  Tomato  Puree  Francis 

II.  Leggett  &  Co.  Distributors  New  York” ;  “Queen  Bess  Brand  Catsup  *  *  * 

Packed  For  The  C.  G.  Meaker  Co.,  Inc.  Auburn,  N.  Y.” ;  “First  National  Brand 
Tomato  Catsup  [or  “Puree”]  *  *  Distributed  by  First  National  Pickle 

I’roducts  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.” ;  “Brightwood  Brand  Tomato  Catsup  [or  “Senate 
Brand  Tomato  Puree”]  *  *  *  Newell  &  Truesdell  Company  Distributors 

Binghamton,  New  York.” 

On  May  7,  1942,  a  plea  of  nolo  contendere  was  entered  on  behalf  of  the 
defendant  and  a  fine  of  $103  and  costs  was  imposed. 


JlliO.  Adulteration  of  tomato  eatsup.  IT.  S.  v.  The  Loudon  I’aekinf*-  Company. 

Plea  of  srnllty.  Fine,  Ji>i200.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  .5513.  Sample  Nos.  47408— E, 
47410-K,  47251-E.  47252-E.) 

On  April  10,  1942^.  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District -of 
Indiana  filed  an  information  against  the  Loudon  Packing  Co.,  a  corporation, 
Terra  Haute,  Ind.,  alleging  shipmont  within  the  period  from  on  or  about 
November  9,  1940,  to  on  or  about  February  24,  1941,  from  the  State  of  Indiana 
into  the  State  of  Illinois  of  quantities  of  tomato  catsup  which  was  adulterated 
in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  It  was 
labeled  in  part:  (Bottles)  “Sweet  Girl  Brand  [or  “National  Brand”]  Cat- 
gup  H*  *  *  Distributed  by  National  Tea  Co.;  (cans)  “Natural  Brand 

*  *  *  Tomato  Catsup  Packed  for  B.  A.  Railton  Co.,  Chicago,  Ill.”  The  cases 

containing  a  portion  were  labeled  in  part:  “Sweet  Girl  Brand  Catsup 
Distributed  by  Sterling  Food  Products,  Inc.” 

On  April  22,  1942,  the  defendant  entei‘('d  a  plea  of  guilty  and  tlie  court  imposed 
a  fine  of  $200. 


8121.  Adulteratinn  <»f  tomat<»  cat.sup.  IJ.  S.  v.  48  Cases  of  Tematn  Catsup.  De¬ 

fault  deeree  of  eondemiiatioii  and  destrnetion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  (>8.34,  Sample 
No.  23748-E.) 

On  or  about  February  11,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western 
District  of  Missouri  filed  a  libel  against  48  cases  of  tomato  catsup  at  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on 
or  about  January  27,  1942,  by  F.  M.  Ball  &  Co.  from  Oakland,  Calif. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholl.v  or  in  part  of  a 
decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “All  Good  Tomato 
Catsup  *  *  *  Contents  6  Lb.  12  Ozs.” 

On  April  27,  1942,  nO  claimant  having  appeared,  .pulgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8122.  Adulterafjon  of  tomato  oatsup.  IT.  S.  v.  80  Ca.se.s  <»f  Tomato  Catsup.  De¬ 

fault  deeree  of  eoiidemiiation  and  deslruetioii.  (F,  D.  C.  No.  0591.  Sample 
No.  23230-E.) 

On  December  20,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massa¬ 
chusetts  filed  a  libel  against  80  cases,  each  containing  0  No.  10  cans,  of  tomato 
catsup  at  Boston,  Mass.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  inter- 
st.'ite  commerce  on  or  about  November  22,  1941,  by  Elmhurst  Packers.  Inc.,  from 
Oakland,  Calif.;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  i)art : 
“Zinnia  Brand  Tomato  Catsup.” 

On  March  28,  1912,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


8128.  Adulteration  of  tomalo  keteltup.  F.  S.  v.  41)  Cji.‘<es  and  <»4  Casc.s  of  Tveteliup. 

Default  deerees  of  eoudemnation  and  destrnetion.  (F.  I).  C.  Nos.  07(50, 
0844.  Sample  Nos.  80I20-F,  80t02-E.) 


On  January  24  and  February  10,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  (he 
Northern  District  of  Ohio  filed  libels  against  118  cases,  each  containing  G  No, 
10  cans,  of  ketchup  at  Cleveland,  Ohio,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
in  intei’state  commerce  on  or  about  August  28  and  October  11,  1941,  by  Hirsch 
Bros.  &  Co.  from  Louisville,  Ky. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that 
it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomyiosed  substance.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part:  “Paramount  Tomato  Ketchup.” 

On  March  2  and  G,  1942.  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  con¬ 
demnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 
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{1124.  Adiilteratifui  of  tomato  catsup.  U.  S.  v.  DO  Cases  of  Tomato  Catsup.  De¬ 
fault  decree  of  coudemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6783.  Sample 
No.  87328-E:) 

On  January  30,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Virginia  tiled  a  libel  against  90  cases,  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans,  of  tomato 
catsup  at  Norfolk,  Va.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  December  30,  1941,  by  H.  E.  Jones  &,  Co.  from  Baltimore, 
Md. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Val  Vita 
Brand  Tomato  Catsup  .  *  *  «  Packed  by  Val  Vita  Food  Products  Inc.  Ful¬ 

lerton  California,” 

On  February  20,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

812.5.  Adulteration  of  tomato  catsup.  U.  S.  485  Cartons  of  Tomato  Catsup. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6805. 
•  Sample  No.  85775-E.) 

Examination  showed  this  product  to  be  in  a  state  of  active  spoilage. 

On  February  3,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington  filed  a  libel  against  485  cartons  of  tomato  catsup  at  Tacoma,  Wash., 
alleging  the  article  hod  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  May  4, 
1941,  by  Kern  Food  Products  from  Los  Angeles,  Calif, ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed 
substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Sound  Brand  *  *  *  Tomato 
Catsup  *  *  *  Packed  for  Tacoma  Grocery  Co.  Tacoma,  Aberdeen  &  Cen- 

tralia.  Wash.” 

On  March  30,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3128.  Adulteration  of  tomato  puree  and  tomato  eatsup.  TJ.  S.  v.  21  Cases  of  To¬ 
mato  Puree  (and  2  seizure  actions  against  tomato  eatsup).  Decrees  of 
condemnation.  Doth  products  ordered  destroyed;  eatsup  bottles  and 
eases  salvaged.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos,  6693,  6734.  6773,  Sample  Nos.  30493— E, 
30498-E,  79756-E.) 

Between  January  12  and  January  27,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for 
the  Western  District  of  Kentucky  and  the  Eastern  District  of  Michigan  filed 
libels  against  21  cases  of  tomato  puree  at  Louisville,  Ky.,  and  a  total  of  1,082 
cases  of  tomato  catsup  at  Detroit,  Mich.,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been 
shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  December 
12,  1941,  to  on  or  about  January  15,  1942,  by  the  Morgan  Packing  Co.  from 
Scottsburg  and  Austin,  Ind. ;  and  charging  that  they  were  adulterated  in  that 
they  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  decomposed  substances.  The  articles  were 
labeled  in  part:  “Scott  Co.  Brand  Tomato  Puree”;  and  (bottles)  “Royal  Gem 
Tomato  Catsup  Packed  By  Scottsburg  Canning  Co.  Scottsburg,  Ind.” 

On  March  2,  1942,  the  Morgan  Packing  Co.,  claimant  for  the  tomato  catsup, 
having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libels  and  having  petitioned  release  of 
the  product  for  the  purpose  of  salvaging  the  cases  and  bottles,  judgments  of 
condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond 
conditioned  that  the  tomato  catsup  be  destroyed.  On  March  6,  1942,  no  claimant 
having  appeared  for  the  tomato  puree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered 
and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

;il27,  AcluKeration  of  tomato  eatsop.  IT.  S.  v.  129  Cases  and  29  Cases  of  Tomato 
Catsup.  Default  decrees  of  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6237,  6685.  Sample 
Nos.  73294-E,  79339-E.) 

On  November  19,  1941,  and  January  12,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys 
for  the  Western  District  of  Missouri  and  the  Northern  District  of  Ohio  filed 
libels  against  129  cases  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans  of  tomato  catsup  at 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  29  cases  each  containing  24  bottles  of  cat-sup  at  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  August  18  and  September  10,  1941,  by  Morgnn  Packing  Co.  from  Austin, 
Ind. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Maple  Leaf 
Brand  Tomato  Catsup  *  *  *  Packed  For  R.vley  AVilson  Grocer  (''o.  Kansas 

City,  Mo.” ;  or  “Scott  Co.  Tomato  Catsup  Contents  14  Oz.  Avd.  Packed  by 
Morgan  Packing  Co.,  Austin,  Ind.” 

On  December  30,  1941,  and  Februar.v  25.  1912,  no  claimant  having  api)eared, 
judgments  were  entered  ordering  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 
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3128.  Adiilteratlou  of  tomato  eat.siip.  U.  S.  v.  23  Cases  of  Toimito  Catsup.  De¬ 

fault  deeree  of  eondemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  0780.  Saniple 
No.  72539-E.) 

On  or  about  February  2,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District 
of  Nevada  filed  a  libel  against  28  cases,  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans,  of  tomato 
catsup  at  Las  Vegas,  Nev.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  on  or  about  November  10,  1941,  by  S.  E.  Rykofi  &  Co.  from  Los 
Angeles,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : 
“Rosy  Red  Calif orina  Fancy  Tomato  Catsup  *  *  *  Packed  *  *  *  By 

Harbor  City  Food  Corp.  Harbor  City,  California.” 

On  March  3,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3129.  Adulteration  of  tomato  catsup.  TJ.  S.  v.  500  Cxises  of  Tomato  Catsup.  De¬ 

fault  deeree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D,  C.  No.  6009.  Saini)le 
No.  49051-E.) 

On  or  about  October  13,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern 
District  of  Texas  filed  a  libel  against  500  cases  of  tomato  catsup  at  Dallas,  Tex., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
September  15,  1941,  by  Stokely  Bros.  &  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Indianapolis,  Ind. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part;  (Bottles)  “Stokely’s 
Finest  Tomato  Catsup.” 

On  February  9,  1942,  a  default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction  was 
entered  as  to  the  tomato  catsup  with  the  provision  that  Stokely  Bros,  might 
reclaim  all  caps  and  bottles.  Subsequently  the  claimant  decided  not  to  reclaim 
the  caps  and  bottles  and  they  were  destroyed. 

3130.  Aclulleration  of  tomato  products.  U.  S.  v.  148  Cases  of  Tomato  Catsup 

and  29  Cases  of  Tomato  Puree.  Default  decree.s  of  condemnation  and 
destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6160,  6058.  Sample  Nos.  49300-E,  79337-E.) 

On  November  4,  1941,  and  January  6,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for 
the  Southern  District  of  Alabama  and  the  Northern  District  of  Ohio  filed  libels 
against  148  cases  each  containing  24  bottles  of  tomato  catsup  at  Mobile,  Ala., 
and  29  cases  each  containing  48  cans  of  tomato  puree  at  Cleveland,  Ohio,  alleging 
that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  Sep¬ 
tember  11  and  20,  1941,  by  Stokely  Bros.  &  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Indianapolis,  Ind. ; 
and  charging  that  they  were  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  decomposed  substances.  The  articles  were  labeled  in  part :  “Stokely’s 
Finest  Tomato  Catsup  Net  Weight  14  Ozs.,”  pr  “Stokely’s  Finest  Concentrated 
Tomato  Puree.  Net  Weight  10)4  Oz.” 

On  February  6  and  March  25,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments 
of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  products  were  ordered  destroyed. 

3131.  Adulteration  of  tomato  puree  and  tomato  catsup.  U.  S.  v.  147  Ca.ses  and 

3,135  Can.s  of  Tomato  Puree,  and  07  Cases  of  Tomato  Catsup.  Default 
decrees  of  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6225,  6390,  6391.  Sample  Nos.  29200-E, 
62297-E,  71137-E.) 

On  November  18  and  December  10  and  11,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney 
for  the  Northern  and  the  Southern  Districts  of  Illinois  and  the  Southern  District 
of  Ohio  filed  libels  against  147  cases  each  containing  6  cans  of  tomato  puree  at 
Chicago,  and  3,135  5-gallon  cans  of  tomato  pure  at  Collinsville,  Ill.,  and  67 
cases  each  containing  24  bottles  of  tomato  catsup  at  Columbus,  Ohio,  alleging 
that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period 
from  on  or  about  September  3  to  on  or  about  November  19,  1941,  by  G.  S. 
Suppiger  Co.  from  Mount  Summit  and  Converse,  Ind. ;  and  charging  that  they 
were  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  decomposed 
substances.  The  tomato  catsup  was  labeled  in  part :  (Bottles)  “Brooks  *  *  * 

Tabasco  Flavor  Catsup.”  The  tomato  puree  was  unlabeled. 

On  January  27,  March  9,  and  June  27,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared, 
judgments  were  entered  ordering  that  the  products  be  destroyed. 

3132.  Adulteration  of  tomato  catsup  and  tomato  sauce.  U.  S.  v.  91.  Cases  of 

Tomato  Catsup  and  300  Cases  of  Tomato  Sauce.  Default  decrees  of  con- 
flemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6534,  6742.  Sample  Nos.  23234— E, 
63678-E.) 

On  December  19,  1941,  and  January  22,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for 
the  District  of  Oregon  and  the  Southern  District  of  Texas  filed  libels  against  91 
cases  each  containing  24  bottles  of  tomato  catsup  at  Grants  Pass,  Oreg.,  and 
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800  cases  each  containing  72  cans  of  tomato  sauce  at  Houston,  Tex.,  alleging 
that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  December 
9  and  81,  1941,  by  Val  Vita  Pood  Products,  Inc.,  from  Oakland  and  Fullerton, 
Calif.;  and  charging  that  they  were  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted  in  wliole 
or  in  part  of  decomposed  substances.  The  articles  were  labeled  in  part:  “Val 
Vita  Brand  Tomato  Catsup  *  *  *  14  oz.  [or  “Spanish  Style  Tomato  Sauce 

*  *  *  71/2  Oz.”].” 

On  February  13  and  March  10,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments 
of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  products  were  ordered  destroyed. 

31t$8.  Adulteration  of  tomato  juice.  U.  S.  v.  200  Cases,  50  Cases,  50  Cases,  and 
41  Cases  of  Tomato  Juice.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  ami  destruc¬ 
tion.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos.  6552,  6919.  Sample  Nos.  75794-E,  75795-E.  75796-E, 
90:t00-E,  90312-E.) 

On  December  22,  1941,  and  February  21,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for 
the  District  of  Massachusetts  filed  libels  against  a  total  of  300  cases  of  various¬ 
sized  cans  of  tomato  juice  at  Brockton,  Mass.,  and  41  cases  at  Worcester,  Mass., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
October  22  and  29,  1941,  by  Holley  Canning  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Holley,  N.  Y. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Armour’s 
Star  Tomato  Juice  *  *  *  Armour  and  Company  Distributors.” 

On  March  2  and  23,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  con¬ 
demnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3134.  Adulteration  of  tomato  juiee.  U.  S.  v.  40  Cases  of  Tomato  Juice.  Default 
•leeree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6581.  Sample  No. 
90270-E.) 

On  December  2C,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massa¬ 
chusetts  filed  a  libel  against  40  cases  of  tomato  juice  at  Greenfield,  Mass.,  alleg¬ 
ing  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  October 
18,  1841,  by  Barker  Canning  Corporation  from  Barker,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomi^osed  sub¬ 
stance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Our  Table  Brand  Tomato 
Juice.” 

On  January  26,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8135.  Adulteration  of  tomato  puree.  U.  S,  v.  William  S.  Swett  (Knox  Pickle  & 

Preserve  Works).  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $25.  (F,  D,  C.  No.  5510.  Sample 

Nos.  47130-E,  47144-E.) 

On  November  19,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Indiana  filed  an  information  against  William  S.  Swett,  trading  as  Knox  Pickle 
&  Preserve  Works  at  Sidney,  Ind.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  December  5, 
1940,  and  January  10,  1941,  from  the  State  of  Indiana  into  the  State  of  Illinois, 
of  quantities  of  tomato  puree  that  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole 
or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Blossom 

*  *  *  'Tomato  Puree  Distributed  By  Sprague,  Warner  &  Company  Chicago, 
Ill.” 

On  February  17,  1942,  the  defendant  having  entered  a  plea  of  guilty,  the  court 
Imposed  a  fine  of  $25. 

8136.  Adulteration  of  tomato  puree.  U.  S.  v.  308  Cases  of  Tomato  Puree.  Default 

deeree  of  destruetion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6229.  Sample  No.  58835-E.) 

On  November  15, 1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Minnesota 
filed  a  libel  against  398  cases,  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans,  of  tomato  puree 
at  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  September  20,  1941,  by  Butterfield  Canning  Co.  from 
Muncie,  Ind. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole 
or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans) 
“Indiano  Brand  Puree  of  Tomatoes.” 

On  January  15,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  was  entered 
ordering  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

3137.  Adulteration  of  tomato  puree.  U.  S.  v.  GJ>  Cases  of  Tomato  Puree.  Defaull 
deeree  of  condemnation  and  destruetion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6236,  Sample  No. 
1S019-E.) 

On  Novemlier  17,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Alal)ania  filed  a  libel  against  69  cases  of  tomato  puree  at  Catherine,  Ala., 
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alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
September  18,  1941,  by  the  Houghland  Packing  Co.  from  Franklin,  Ind. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a 
decomposed  substance. 

On  January  22,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared’  a  decree  pro  confesso  and 
final  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3138.  Adulteration  of  tomato  puree.  U.  S.  v.  109  Case.s,  01  Cases,  and  132  Cases 
of  Tomato  Puree.  Default  decrees  of  eoiidemnation  and  destruction. 

(F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6046,  7452.  Sample  Nos.  79603-E.  80079-E,  80080-E.) 

On  January  2  and  May  2,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  Eastern 
District  of  Kentucky  and  the  Southern  District  of  Ohio  filed  libels  against  199 
cases  of  tomato  puree  at  Covington,  Ky.  and  223  cases  at  Hamilton,  Ohio, 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
November  18,  1941,  and  March  9,  1942,  by  the  Ladoga  Canning  Co.,  from 
Lebanon,  Ind. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly 
or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans) 
“Sugar  Loaf  Tomato  Puree” ;  or  “Ladoga  Brand  Tomato  Puree” ;  or  “Freco 
Brand  Tomato  Puree.” 

On  January  26  and  June  11,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments 
of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3130.  Adulteration  of  tomato  puree.  U.  S.  v.  308  Cases  of  Tomato  Puree.  Default 
decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6727.  Sample  No. 
89021-E.) 

On  January  19,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  398  cases  of  tomato  puree  at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
Detiember  15,  1941,  by  F.  H.  Leggett  &  Co.  from  Quinton,  N.  J. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  x>art  of  a  decomposed 
substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Empress  Brand  Tomato 
Puree. 

On  February  20,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3140.  Adulteration  of  tomato  puree.  IT.  S.  v.  100,  200,  and  4J)0  Cases  of  Tomato 

l*uree.  Consent  decrees  of  condemnation.  Portions  of  product  ordered 
destroyed.  Remainder  ordered  released  under  bond  for  segregation  and 
iSestriK'tion  of  unOt  portion.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6709,  6732,  6739.  Sample  Nos. 
65934-E,  65943-E,  65944-E,  65948-E.) 

All  lots  of  this  product  contained  mold,  and  portions  also  contained  worm  and 
insect  fra’^'iiients. 

On  January  28,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado 
filed  libels  against  802  cases  of  tomato  puree  at  Denver,  Colo.,  which  had  been 
consigned  by  the  Bocky  Mountain  Packing  Corporation,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about 
November  12  to  on  or  about  December  30,  1941,  from  Boy  and  Murray,  Utah ; 
and  charging  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  and  decomposed 
substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Brimfull  Brand  Tomato 
Puree,  *  *  *  Distributors  H.  A.  Marr  Grocery  Co.,  Denver,  Colo.” ;  or 

“Glennwood  Brand  Tomato  Puree  *  *  *  Distributed  by  Bocky  Mountain 

Packing  Corporation.” 

On  Febi-uary  19,  1942,  the  Bocky  IVIountain  Packing  Corporation,  having  con¬ 
sented  to  the  entry  of  decrees,  judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and 
the  product  was  ordered  desti*oyed.  On  March  12,  1942,  the  Bocky  Mountain 
Packing  Corporation  having  ay)peared  and  moved  the  {imendment  of  the  decree 
entered  against  496  cases  of  the  product,  and  having  admitted  the  allegations 
of  the  libel,  an  amended  decree  was  entered  condemning  the  product  and 
ordering  that  the  496  cases  be  released  under  bond  for  segregation  and 
destruction  of  the  unfit  codes  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration. 

3141.  A<liiltcrati«ii  of  t<unj4<o  purve.  U.  S.  v.  41<»  Cases  ami  334  Cases  <>f  Tomato 

I’uree.  Default  ileerces  of  eoiidemiiatioii  and  dcstriietion.  (F.  D.  C,  Nos. 

6558,  6765.  Sample  Nos.  84708— E.  89036— E.) 

On  December  23,  1941,  and  January  26,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for 
the  Southern  District  of  New  York  filed  libels  against  750  cases,  each  contain¬ 
ing  6  No.  10  cans,  of  tomato  imree  at  New  .York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  Getober  24  and 
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November  5,  1941,  and  Janiuiry  5,  1942,  by  Salem  County  Canners,  Inc.,  from 
Quinton,  N.  J. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part: 
(Cans)  “Empress  Brand  Tomato  Puree  F.  H.  Leggett  &  Co.  Distributors  New 
York,  N.  Y.” 

On  March  2,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeai’ed,  judgments  of  condemnation 
were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8142.  Adulteration  of  tomato  pjiree.  U.  S.  v.  899  Cases  of  Tomato  I*nree.  Con¬ 
sent  deeree  of  eondemnution.  Produet  ordered  released  under  bond  for 
segregation.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6848.  Sample  No.  84879— F.) 

On  or  about  February  11,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District 
of  Connecticut  filed  a  libel  against  899  cases,  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans,  of 
tomato  puree  at  Hartford,  Conn.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in 
interstate  commerce  on  or  about  September  17,  1941,  by  Vincennes  Packing 
Corjwration  from  Plainville,  Ind. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that 
it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 

On  April  27,  1942,  Vincennes  Packing  Corporation,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  the  portion  of  the 
product  found  to  comply  with  the  requirements  of  the  law  be  segregated  urder 
the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  and  that  the  remainder 
be  destroyed. 

3148.  Adulteration  of  tomato  paiste.  U.  S.  v.  Hartmann  Canning  Co.,  Ine.  Plea 
of  guilty.  Fines,  $400;  payment  of  $800  suspended.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5500. 

Sample  Nos.  34720-E.  36484-E.  46392-E.  46397-E.) 

On  December  1,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
New  York  filed  an  information  against  Hartmann  Canning  Co.,  Inc.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion  at  Macedon,  N.  Y.,  alleging  shipment  within  the  period  from  on  or  about 
September  2G,  1940,  to  on  or  about  January  25,  1941,  from  the  State  of  New 
York  into  the  States  of  Connecticut  and  Massachusetts,  of  quantities  of  tomato 
paste  that  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decom¬ 
posed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Scarlati  Tomato 
Paste  With  Sweet  Basil.” 

On  February  23,  1942,  the  defendant  having  entered  a  plea  of  guilty,  the 
court  imposed  a  fine  of  $100  on  each  count,  totaling  $400.  Payment  of  the  fines 
on  counts  H,  HI,  and  IV  was  suspended. 

3144.  Adulteration  of  tomato  paste.  U.  S.  v.  2,000  Ca.ses  and  2,000  Cases  of 
Tomato  Paste.  Con.sent  deeree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  re¬ 
leased  under  bond  for  segregation  and  destruction  of  unlit  portion. 

(F.  D.  C.  No  6514.  Scimple  No.  23229-E.) 

On  December  13  and  30,  1911,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern 
District  of  Pennsylvania  filed  libels  against  4,000  cases,  each  containing  6  cans, 
of  tomato  paste  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
on  or  about  November  17,  1941,  by  Hershel  California  Fruit  Products  Co.,  Inc., 
from  San  Jose,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted 
in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in 
part:  (Cans)  “Contadina  Tomato  Paste  Contents  7  Lbs.” 

On  March  17,  1912,  Hershel  California  Fruit  Products  Co.,  Inc.,  having  ap- 
peareJ  as  claimant,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  segregation  and  destruction  of  the  unfit 
portion  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

314.5.  Adulteration  of  tomato  pa.ste.  U.  S.  v.  60  Cases  of  Tomato  Paste.  Default 
deeree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6633.  Sample  No. 
22777.) 

On  December  31,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  60  cases  of  tomato  paste  at  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
December  15,  1941,  by  the  Manteca  Canning  Co.  from  Manteca,  Calif. ;  and 
ch  iiging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Can)  “Tux  Brand 
Tomato  Paste.” 

On  April  1,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 
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3140.  Adulteration  of  tomato  paste.  IT.  S.  v.  34  Cases  of  Tomato  Paste.  Default 
deeree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D,  C.  No.  8910.  Sample  No. 
38020-E. ) 

On  IMarcli  3,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  New 
York  tiled  a  libel  against  34  cases  of  tomato  paste  at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  April  28,  1910,  by  Soc.  Au.  Rinaldi 
from  Naples,  Italy;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted 
in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Natural 
Tomato  Paste  With  Basil  Leaf — G.  Rinaldi  Tomato  Star  Brand.” 

On  May  21,  1942,  Rinaldi  Bros.  &  Co.,  claimant,  having  failed  to  answer  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  destroyed. 

3147.  Adulteration  of  tomato  paste.  IT.  S.  v.  41  Cases  of  Tomato  Paste  (and  2 

other  seizure  actions  against  tomato  paste).  Default  decrees  of  con¬ 
demnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos.  6631,  6775,  6890.  Sample  Nos. 
53603-E,  74475-E,  74476-E,  84087-E.) 

On  December  31,  1941,  and  January  29  and  February  19,  1942,  the  United 
States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  New  York  filed  libels  against  90 
cases  and  133  cartons  of  tomato  paste  at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or 
about  October  23,  1941,  to  on  or  about  January  5,  1942,  by  Uddo  Taormina  Cor¬ 
poration  from  Wilmington  and  Buena  Park,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  iiart :  (Cans)  “Flag  Brand  Tomato  Paste”;  “Pin- 
occhio  Brand  Italian  Style  Tomato  Paste  with  sweet  basil  Distributed  By 
A.  M.  S.  Packing  Company,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.” ;  or  “Progresso  Brand  *  *  * 

Packed  For  La  Sierra  Heights  Canning  Co.,  Inc.  Buena  Park,  California  Tomato 
Paste  with  Basil.” 

On  February  6  and  March  20  and  24,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared, 
judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3148.  Adulteration  of  tomato  sauce.  U.  S.  v.  19?)  Cases  of  Tomato  Sauce.  Default 

decree  of  conilemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6257.  Sample  No. 
23527-E.) 

On  November  19,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Texas  filed  a  libel  against  199  cases  of  tomato  sauce  at  Houston,  Tex.,  alleg¬ 
ing  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
November  0,  1941,  by  the  Independent  Grocers  Alliance  Distributors,  Inc.,  from 
San  Francisco,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted 
wholly  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : 
(Cans)  “Val  Vita  Brand  Spanish  Style  Tomato  Sauce  *  *  *  packed  By  Val 

Vita  Food  Products,  Inc.  Fullerton  Cialifornia.” 

On  March  10,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
’  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

OTHER  FRUIT  AND  VEGETABLE  PRODUCTS 

3149.  Adulteration  and  misbraiiding:  of  jams,  jellies,  and  preserves.  U.  S.  v.  75 

Cases  of  Jelly  (and  (t  other  seizure  aetions  against  jam.s,  jellie.s,  and 
preserves).  Default  decrees  of  condemnation.  Portion  of  products  or¬ 
dered  delivered  to  charitahle  institutions;  remainder  ordered  destroved. 

(F.  D.  C.  Nos.  4091,  4553.  6232,  6233,  6376,  6757,  6836,  6893.  Sample  Nos. 
29761-E,  43175-E,  46962-E,  46963-E,  5189.5-E,  87362-E,  87364-E,  89301-E, 
89305-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  these  products  failed  to  meet  the  reciuirements  for 
jams,  jellies,  and  preserves  set  forth  in  the  definition  and  standard  of  identity 
for  jams,  jellies,  and  preserves  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by  the 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act. 

Between  March  29,  1941,  and  February  21,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys 
for,  the  Western  District  of  Gklahoma,  Eastern  District  of  Kentucky,  Southern 
and  Eastern  Districts  of  New  York,  District  of  Massachusetts,  and  the  Eastern 
District  of  Virginia  filed  libels  against  the  following  products :  To  cases  each 
containing  G  cans  of  jelly  at  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. ;  200  cases  each  containing  0 
cans  of  jam  at  Fort  Thomas,  Ky. ;  7  cases  each  containing  24  jars  of  jelly  and 
5  cases  each  containing  24  jars  and  4  cases  each  containing  12  jars  of  preserves 
at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  and  10  cases  each  containing  6  jars  of  preserves  and  23 
30-pound  pails  of  jam  at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. ;  27  cases  each  containing  12  jars  of 
preserves  at  Boston,  Mass. ;  and  35  cases  each  containing  24  jars  of  pre.serves 
at  Norfolk,  Va.,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
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within  the  period  from  on  or  about  January  14,  1941,  to  on  or  about  January  22, 
1942,  by  Fresh  Grown  Preserve  Corjjoration  from  Lyndlmrst  and  Kingsland,  N.  J. ; 
and  charging  that  they  were  adulterated  and  misbranded.  They  were  labeled 
in  part;  “Nature’s  Own  Pure  Crab  Apple  [or  “Raspberry,”  “Currant,”  “Grape,” 


‘Blackberry,”  or  “Quince”]  * 


Net  Weight  8  Lbs.” ;  “Nature’s  Own  Pure 


Jam,  Net  Weight  8  Lbs.”;  “Magnetic  Brand  Pure  Grape  Jelly  Net  Wgt  1  Pound 
Distributed  by  Magnetic  Products  New  York,  N.  Y.”  ;  “Toi)  Notch  Brand  Pure 
Raspberi-y  [or  “Blackberry”]  Preserve  Contents  2  I.bs.  [or  “6  Ozs”]  Sun  Dis¬ 
tributing  Co.  Inc.  Distributors  Bklyii,  N.  Y.” ;  “Son-Ripe  Brand  Top-Notch  Pure 
Strawberry  Preserves  Net  Weight  4  Lb.” ;  “Kent  Food  Bklyn  30  Lbs  Net  Pure 
Rasp.  Jam” ;  or  “Sonripe  Brand  Top  Notch  Pure  Raspberry  Preserve  Contents 
6  Ozs.  Sun  Distributing  Co.  Inc.  Distributors  Lyndlmrst,  N.  J.” 

Tlie  articles  were  alleged  to  be  adulterated:  (75  cases  of  jelly)  in  that  imi¬ 
tation  crab-apple,  raspberry,  currant,  grape,  blackberry,  and  quince  jelly  deficient 
in  fruit  juice  had  been  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  crab-apple,  raspberry, 
currant,  grape,  blackberry,  and  quince  jelly  as  defined  in  the  dtfinition  and  stand¬ 
ard  of  identity  for  such  foods;  (7  cases  of  jelly)  in  that  an  imitation  grape  jelly 
deficient  in  fruit  juice  and  artificially  colored  had  been  substituted  wholly  or 
in  part  for  grape  jelly  as  defined  in  the  definition  and  standard  of  identity  for 
such  food ;  (preserves)  in  that  imitation  raspberry,  strawberry,  and  blackberry 
preserves  deficient  in  fruit  had  been  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  raspberry, 
strawberry,  and  blackberry  preserves  as  defined  in  the  definition  and  standard  of 
identity  for  such  foods;  (200  cases  of  jam)  in  that  imitation  blackberry,  grape, 
peach,  loganberry,  apricot,  or  raspberry  jam,  deficient  in  fruit,  had  been  substi¬ 
tuted  wholly  or  in  part  for  blackberry,  grape,  peach,  loganberry,  apricot,  or 
raspberry  jam  as  defined  in  the  definition  and  standard  of  identity  for  such 
foods;  and  (23  pails  of  jam)  in  that  imitation  raspberry  jam  had  been  substi¬ 
tuted  wholly  or  in  part  for  raspberry  jam  as  defined  in  the  definition  and  standard 
of  identity  for  such  food. 

All  lots  of  the  articles  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  they  were 
Imitations  of  other  foods  and  their  labels  failed  to  bear  in  type  of  uniform  size 
and  prominence  the  word  “imitation”  and  immediately  thereafter  the  names  of 
the  foods  imitated;  and  (2)  in  that  they  purported  to  be  foods  for  which  defini¬ 
tions  and  standards  of  identity  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided 
by  law,  and  they  failed  to  conform  to  such  definitions  and  standards. 

They  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded  further;  (75  cases  of  jelly)  in  that  the 
names  “Pure  Raspberry  [or  “Crab  Apple,”  “Currant,”  “Grape,”  “Blackberry,” 
or  “Quince”]  Jelly”  were  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  articles  deficient  in 
fruit  juice;  (7  cases  of  jelly)  in  that  the  name  “Pure  Grape  Jelly”  was  false 
and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  deficient  in  fruit  juice  and  was 
artificially  colored,  and  in, that  it  contained  artificial  coloring  and  failed  to  bear 
labeling  stating  that  fact;  (preserves,  all  lots)  in  that  the  names  “Pure  Rasp¬ 
berry  [or  “Strawberry”  or  “Blackberry”]  Preserves”  were  false  and  misleading 
as  applied  to  articles  that  were  deficient  in  fruit;  (5  cases  only)  in  that  the 
statement  of  contents  “16  , Oz.”  was  not  expressed  in  terms  of  the  largest  unit 
contained  in  the  package;  and  (jams)  in  that  the  names  “Pure  Blackberry  [or 
“Grape,”  “Peach,”  “Loganberry,”  “Apricot,”  or  “Raspberry”]  Jam”  were  false 
and  misleading  as  applied  to  articles  of  food  deficient  in  fruit. 

Between  May  28,  1941,  and  May  28,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judg¬ 
ments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  products  at  Oklahoma  City,  Fort 
Thomas,  and  New  York  were  ordered  delivered  to  charitable  institutions ;  and  the 
remainder  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8150.  Adulteration  and  misijranding-  of  jams.  TJ.  S.  v.  80  Ca.ses  and  50  Ca.ses  of 
Assorted  Jams.  Consent  deeree  of  eondemnaiion.  Produets  ordered  re¬ 
leased  under  bond  for  relabeling.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6827,  6940.  Sample  Nos. 
85754-E,  85756-E  to  85760-E,  iiicl.,  8.5785-E  to  80787-E,  incl.,  85795-E.) 

Analysis  showed  that  these  products  were  insufficiently  cooked,  since  the 
soluble-solids  content  of  the  finished  jams  was  less  than  (38  percent. 

On  February  13,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  Washington  filed  a  libel  against  130  cases  of  fruit  jams  at  Seattle,  Wash., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the 
period  from  on  or  about  December  1,  1941,  to  February  7,  1942,  by  Oswego 
Jelly  Co.  from  Poi’tland,  Oreg. ;  and  charging  that  they  were  adulterated  and 
misbranded.  They  were  labeled  in  part :  “Standby  Boysenberry  [or  “Black¬ 
berry,”  “Raspberry,”  “Strawberry,”  or  “Blackcap  Seedless”]  Jam  ♦  .  ♦  ♦ 

Packed  for  Fine  Foods,  Inc.,  Seattle-Minneapolis.” 
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The  articles  ^Yel•e  alles'ecl  to  he  adiiltoi-ated  in  tliat  imitation  hoysenhei-ry, 
blackberry,  raspberry,  strawberry,  and  lUackcap  (black  rasi)berry)  jfiins  had 
been  substituted  in  whole  or  in  part  therefor. 

They  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  names  “Boystmiten-y 
Jam,”  “Blackberry  Jam,”  Raspberry  Jam,”  “Strawberry  Jam,”  and  “Blackcap 
Seedless  Jam”  were  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  articles  which  purported 
to  be  and  were  reiiresentcd  to  be  jams,  foods  for  which  definitions  and  standards 
of  identity  had  been  promulgated  by  regulations  as  provided  by  law  and  which 
failed  to  conform  to  such  definitions  and  standards  of  identity;  (2)  in  that  they 
were  imitations  of  othei-foods,  and  their  labels  failed  to  bear,  in  type  of  uniform 
size  and  prominence,  the  wcn-d  “imitation”  and  immediately  tliereafter,  the 
name  of  the  food  imitated;  and  (3)  in  that  they  purported  to  be  and  were 
represented  as  Jams,  foods  for  which  definitions  and  standards  of  identity  had 
been  prescribed- by  regulations  as  provided  by  law,  but  they  failed  to  conform  to 
such  definitions  and  standards  since  the  soluble-solids  content  of  such  articles 
was  materially  less  than  68  percent. 

On  March  19,  1942,  Oswego  Jelly  Co.,  claimant,  having  consented  to  the  entry 
of  a  decree  and  the  cases  having  been  consolidated,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  products  were  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned 
that  they  be  relabeled  as  imitation  jams,  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration. 


Adulteration  of  esg’  plant  appetizer.  U.  S.  v.  J>07  Cases  of  Egg  Plant  Appe¬ 
tizer,  Default  deeree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  L).  C.  No. 

5090.  Sample  No.  G9G00-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  rodent  hairs,  insect 
fragments  and  larvae,  and  mites. 

On  August  30,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  (amended  September  3,  1941)  against  997  cases,  each 
containing  100  cans,  of  egg  plant  appetizer  at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  July  29,  1941,  by 
Uddo-Taormina  Corporation  from  New  Orleans,  La. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  wiiole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  in 
that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have 
become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans) 
“Progresso  Caponata  Net  Contents  5  Ozs.  Avoir.  *■  *  *  Egg  Plant  Appetizer.” 

On  October  28,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


3152.  Adulteration  of  pepper  sauce.  TJ.  S.  v.  1,008  Bottles  and  1,404  Bottles  of 
Fejiper  Sauce.  Default  decree  of  coiideiiinatiou  and  destruction.  (F,  I). 

C.  No.  6599.  Sample  Nos.  113()9-F,  11310-E.) 


This  product  contained  insect  fragments  and  miscellaneous  filth. 

On  December  24,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  Distrii-t  of 
Texas  filed  a  libel  against  2,412  bottles  of  pepper  sauce  at  Houston,  Tex.,  aleg- 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
1941,  from  St.  Martin ville.  La.,  by  Evangeline  Pepper  &  Food 
Bulliard)  ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated.  The  article  was 
(Bottle)  “Bulliard’s  Evangeline  P>rand  *  * 


mg 


that  the 
November  5, 

Products  (Ed 
labeled  in  part  variously 
Pure  Louisiana  Red  Hot.” 


The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  substance  in  that  the  article  contained  insect  fragments  and 
miscellanecus  filth;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared,  packed  or  held  iimha* 
insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  February  5,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  orderc'd  destroyed. 


3153.  Adulteration  of  pepper  .sauce.  TT.  S.  v.  78  Cases  of  l*epper  Satice  land  2 
otlser  seizure  actj<Mis  against  pepper  .sauce).  Decrees  of  coiuienuiat Sou 
aii«l  lies! ruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  G^12,  6814.  Sample  Nos.  G81G1  — E  to  GS1G4-E, 
iiicl.,  72U90-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  contaminated  with  filth,  such  as 
insect  fi-amnents,  rodent  hairs,  and  nondescript  dirt. 

On  February  3  and  6,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  Northei-n 
Disli-ict  of  Texas  and  the  Southern  District  of  California  fih'd  libels  against  395 
<-ases  of  pepper  sauce  at  Dallas,  Tex.,  and  78  (‘aS('s  of  pepper  sauce  at  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
within  the  period  from  on  or  about  Octob.er  5,  1941,  to  on  or  about  January 
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7,  1942,  by  R.  F.  Trappey’s  Sons,  Inc.,  from  New  Iberia,  La. ;  and  charging  that 
it  was  adnltcrated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance, 
and  in  that  it  liad  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might 
have  l)econie  conlaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part: 
“Good’n’Hot  Mexi-Pep  Shield  Label” ;  or  “Red  Devil  ♦  *  ♦  Louisiana  Hot 
Sauce.” 

On  February  2.5,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  product  seized  at 
Los  Angeles,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was 
ordered  destroyed.  On  March  13,  1942,  B.  F.  Tcappey’s  Sons,  Inc.,  claimant 
for  the  lots  seized  at  Dallas,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judg¬ 
ment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed ; 
the  claimant  was  allowed  to  retain  the  empty  cartons. 

8154.  Adulteration  of  dill  pickle  slices.  U.  S.  v.  180  Gallons  of  Dill  Pickle  Slices. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6616. 

Sample  No.  79563-E.) 

This  product  contained  insect  fragments,  sand,  and  dirt. 

On  December  29,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Ohio  filed  a  libel  against  180  gallons  of  dill  pickle  slices  at  Dayton,  Ohio,  which 
had  been  consigned  on  or  about  November  27,  1941,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  November  27,  1941  by 
the  M.  &  R.  Trading  Co.  from  Detroit,  Mich. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and 
In  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have 
become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Barrel  head) 
“Aunt  Jane’s  Genuine  Hamburger  Dill  Slices.” 

On  February  14,  1942,  no  ciaimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

81.55.  AdiilteraDou  of  pickle.s.  U,  S.  v.  4  Barrels  of  Pickles.  Default  decree  of 
condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5955.  Sample  No.  49699— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  rodent  hairs,  insect  fragments, 
and  nondescript  dirt. 

On  Oc-tober  2, 1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Louis-  . 
lana  filed  a  libel  against  4  barrels,  each  containing  45  gallons,  of  pickles  at  New 
Orleans,  La.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  August  26,  1941,  by  Standard  Brands,  Inc.,  from  Wiggins,  Miss. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  November  15,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8150.  Adulteration  of  sweet  relish.  U.  S.  y.  5  Barrels  and  3^^  Barrels  of  Sweet 
Belish.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos. 
6891.  6894.  Sample  Nos.  80245-E.  86343-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  insect  fragments,  hairs 
resembling  rodent  hairs,  and  sand. 

On  February  20  and  24,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  Northern 
District  of  Indiana  and  the  Northern  District  of  Ohio  filed  libels  against  5 
barrels  of  sweet  relish  at  East  Chicago,  Ind.,  and  3%  barrels  of  sweet  relish 
at  Toledo,  Ohio,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  December  12  and  30,  1941,  and  January  17,  1942,  by  Lawton 
Produce  Co.,  from  Lawton,  Mich. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that 
it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it  had  been 
prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become 
contaminated  with  filth. 

On  Mai-ch  25  and  May  15,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of 
condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

81.57.  Adulteration  of  sweet  relisli.  IT.  S.  v.  8%  Cases  ami  16  Cases  of  Siveet 
Kclisli.  Default  <lecree  of  coiiclemnatiou  ami  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

6652.  Sample  Nos.  79357-E,  79358-E. ) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  insect  fragments  and  non¬ 
descript  dirt. 

On  January  5,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Ohio  filed  a  libel  against  24%  ca.ses  each  containing  24  jars  of  relish  at 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  alleging  that  the  article  had  l>een  shipped  in  interstate  com- 
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merce  on  or  about  July  17  and  November  28,  1941,  by  M.  &  R.  Trading  Co. 
from  Detroit,  Mich. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted 
in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : 
(Jars  ill  8%  cases)  “Table  Hints  Sweet  Relish  Contents  12  FI.  ()z.“;  (jars  in  16 
cases)  “Larry  Boy  Brand  Sweet  Relish  Contents  bVa  FI.  Oz.” 

On  February  4,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


3ir>S.  Aclultcration  «>f  sweet  relisli.  IT.  .S.  v.  7<>  Ca.ses,  10  Cases,  lS'*As  Cases,  and 
2114  Cases  of  Sweet  Relislp  Default  deerees  of  condemnation  and  de- 
.structfon.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6287,  6t)22,  6623.  Sample  Nos.  59475-E.  87305-E, 
87310-E,  8731 1-E.) 


Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  insect  fragments  and  rodent 
hairs. 

Oil  November  25  and  December  27  and  31,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney 
for  the  Eastern  District  of  Virginia  filed  libels  against,  10  cases  each  containing 
12  quart  jars  of  sweet  relish  at  Richmond,  and  76  cases  each  containing  24 
9-fiuid-ounce  jars,  ISYs  cases  each  full  case  containing  12  quart  jars,  and  21% 
cases  each  full  case  containing  4  gallon  jars  of  sweet  relish  at  Norfolk,  Va., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  inters^^ate  commerce  within  the 
period  from  on  or  about  July  24  to  on  or  about  November  26,  1941,  by  the 
Orringer  Pickle  Co.  from  New  Bern,  N.  C. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated 
in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it 
had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become 
contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  iDart :  “Carolina  Maid  Brand 
Sweet  Relish.” 

On  December  13.  1941,  and  February  4  and  April  1,  1942,  no  claimant  having 
appeared,  judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered 
destroyed. 

DRIED  FRUITS 


3150.  Adulteration  of  evain^rated  apples.  U.  S.  v.  00  Cartons  of  Evai)orjite<l 
Apples.  Default  deeree  of  eondeinnatiou  and  destruetion.  (F.  I).  C.  No. 

6956.  Sample  No.  70737— E.) 

This  product  was  contaminated  with  rodent  hairs. 

On  February  28,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  North  Carolina  filed  a  libel  against  90  25-pound  cartons  of  evaporated  apples 
at  Charlotte,  N.  C.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  November  27,  1941,  by  M.  O.  Eiigleson  &  Co.  from  William¬ 
son,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or 
in  part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it  had  been  preparinl  under  insanitary 
conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  INIay  29,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3160.  Aclulteratiun  of  <lrit*d  apples.  U.  S.  v.  25  Ba^s  and  36  Ba>i;^s  of  Dried  Apples. 

Default  deerees  of  eondeiiiiiation  and  destru'etion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.s.  0271, 
6272.  Sample  Nos.  48962— E,  48963-E.) 

This  product  contained  rodent  excreta  and  insect  fragments. 

On  November  25,  1941  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  South  Carolina  filed  libels  against  25  bags  of  dried  apples  at  Anderson,  and 
36  bags  at  Belton,  S.  C.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  October  15  to  on  or  about 
November  1,  1941,  by  S.  V.  Tomlinson  from  North  Wilkesboro,  N.  C. ;  and 
charging  that  it' was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substance. 

On  April  10,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  condemnation 
were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


3161.  Mishraiidin^  of  dates.  IT.  S.  v.  Hills  Bros.  Co.  I'lea  of  guilty.  Fine,  .$50. 

(F.  D.  r.  No.  5560.  Sample  No.  28234-E.) 

This  product  was  packed  in  open-topped  cellophane-wrapped  rectangular  card¬ 
board  boxes.  The  top  layer  contained  16  dates  and  the  lower  contained  fi-om  9 
to  12,  the  averjige  of  the  samples  examined  being  11.6. 

On  January  SO,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
New  York  filed  an  information  against  Hills  Bros.  Co.,  a  corporation  at  Brooklyn, 
N.  Y.,  alleging  shipment  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  December  5  to  on 
or  about  December  12,  1940,  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  District  of 
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Colninbia  of  n  quantity  of  dates  that  were  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part :  “Camel  Dates.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  its  container  was  so  made 
and  filled  as  to  be  misleading  in  that  said  container  held  two  layers  of  dates 
and  was  made  with  a  cellophane  top  so  that  the  top  layer  was  visible  and  said 
container  was  so  filled  that  there  were  fewer  dates  in  the  lower  layer  than  were 
contained  in  and  were  visible  in  the  upper  layer. 

On  February  ]6,  1942,  a  plea  of  guilty  having  been  entered  on  behalf  of  the 
defendant,  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $50. 

Adulteration  of  dried  peaehes.  T^.  S.  v.  41  Boxe.s  and  133  Boxes  of  Dried 
Peaelies.  Default  deerees  of  eondemiiation  and  destruetion.  (P.  D.  C, 

Nos.  (3347,  6360.  Sample  Nos.  48544— E,  48545-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  insect-infested  and  that  a  portion 
was  also  decomposed. 

On  December  4  and  December  29,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the 
Northern  District  of  Georgia  tiled  libels  against  174  boxes  of  dried  peaches  at 
Atlanta,  Ga.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  February  24,  1941,  by  Guggenhime  &  Co.  from  Fresno,  Calif. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adidterated  in  that  one  lot  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part 
of  a  filthy  substance,  and  in  that  the  remaining  lot  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  and  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : 
“Waldorf  Brand  Choice  Recleaned  Dried  California  Peaches.” 

On  January  5,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  condemnation 
W'ere  entered  and  the  i)roduct  was  ordered  destroyed. 

Nos.  3163  to  3  165  rejjort  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  prunes  and  raisins 
that  were  insect-infested. 

31G3.  Adulteration  of  prunes.  U.  S.  v.  92  Boxes  of  Prune.s.  Default  decree  of 
eondemiiation  and  destruetion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6638.  Sample  No.  11313— E.) 

On  January  5,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Texas  filed  a  libel  against  92  25-pound  boxes  of  prunes  at  Houston,  Tex.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  September 
11,  i941,  by  the  Vagim  Packing  Co.  from  Fresno,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  and  decomposed 
substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Westcoast  Brand  California 
Prunes.” 

On  February  10,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

31G4.  Adulteration  of  raisins.  U".  S.  v.  31  Cases,  36  Cases,  and  7  Cases  of  Raisins. 

Default  decree  of  eondemiiation  and  destruetion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6098. 

Sample  Nos.  72059— E  to  72061-E,  incl. ) 

On  October  30,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Arizona 
filed  a  libel  against  31  cases  each  containing  8  4-pound  bags,  36  cases  each  con- 
taining  16  2-pound  bags,  and  7  cases  each  containing  48  15-ounce  packages  of 
‘  raisins  at  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  August  12,  1941,  by  Guggenhime  &  Co.  from  Fresno,  Calif. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  wdiole  or  in  part  of 
a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Mission  Brand  Thompson 
Seedless  Raisins,”  or  “Pansy  They  R  Seedless  Brand  Fancy  Quality  Raisins.” 

On  or  about  April  1,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condem¬ 
nation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

316.’>.  Adulteration  of  rai.sins.  IT.  S.  v.  20  Cases  of  Raisins.  Default  deeree  of 
eondemiiation  and  destruetion.  (F,  D.  C.  No.  6110.  Sample  No.  81006— E.) 

This  product  was  insect-infested. 

On  November  1,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Idaho 
filed  a  libel  against  20  cases  of  raisins  at  Pocatello,  Idaho,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  August  6,  1941,  by 
Haas  Bros,  from  San  Francisco,  Calif.;  and  charging  .that  it  was  adulterated 
in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  filthj'^  substance.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  iiart:  ((^artons)  “Empire  Brand  Fancy  Thompson  Seedless  Raisins 
Packed  by  Empire  Packing  Company  *  *  *  Kerman,  California.” 

On  Februai’y  18,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  pi’oduct  was  ordered  destroyed. 
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POULTRY 

Nos.  3166  to  3177  report  actions  based  on  interstate  shipments  of  poultry 
that  was  in  whole  or  in  part  the  product  of  diseased  animals  and/or  was  in 
whole  or  in  part  decomposed. 

Adulteration  of  poultry.  TJ.  S.  v.  Louis  Claude  Henderson  (Henderson 
Produce  Co.).  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  ^200.  (F.  D.  C.  No,  5514.  Sample 

Nos.  84466-E.  34467-E.) 

This  product  was  in  whole  or  in  part  the  product  of  diseased  animals. 

On  December  5,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Missouri  filed  an  information  against  Louis  Claude  Henderson,  trading  as 
Henderson  Produce  Co.  at  Monroe  City,  Mo.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about 
October  4  and'  18,  1940,  from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of  New  York, 
of  quantities  of  poultry  that  was  adulterated  in  that  it  was  in  whole  or  in  part 
the  product  of  diseased  animals.  ^  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Plain  Fowl.” 

On  iMarch  27,  1942,  a  plea  of  guilty  having  been  entered  on  behalf  of  the 
defendant,  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $100  on  each  of  the  two  counts. 

31  (>7.  Adulteration  of  poultry.  U.  S.  v.  Hiram  K.  Joslyn  (Roeliester  Egg  & 
Poultry  Co.).  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  !p50.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  5504.  Siimple  No. 

34473-E. ) 

On  January  27,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Minnesota 
filed  an  information  against  Hiram  K.  Jo.slyn,  manager  of  the  Rochester  Egg 
&  Poultry  Co.,  Rochester,  Minn.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  October  31,  1940, 
from  the  State  of  Minnesota  into  the  State  of  New  York  of  a  quantity  of  poultry 
that  was  adulterated  in  that  it  was  in  whole  or  in  part  the  product  of  diseased 
animals. 

On  January  27,  1942,  the  defendant  having  entered  a  plea  of  guilty,  the  court 
imposed  a  fine  of  $50, 


31G8.  Adulteration  of  poultry.  U.  S.  v.  Swift  &  Co.  Plea  <»f  guilly.  Fine,  5^25 
and  costs.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5525.  Sample  Nos.  4G785-E,  4(i788-E.) 

On  March  24,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  Distinct  of 
Iowa  filed  an  information  against  Swift  &  Co.,  a  corporation,  at  Spencer,  Iowa, 
alleging  shipment  on  or  about  October  1  and  22,  1940,  from  the  State  of  Iowa 
into  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  of  quantities  of  poultry  that  was  adulterated  in 
that  it  was  in  whole  or  in  part  the  product  of  diseased  animals. 

On  March  24,  1942,  a  plea  of  guilty  having  been  entered  on  behalf  of  the 
defendant,  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $25  and  costs. 

31G9.  Adulteration  of  poultry.  TJ.  S.  v.  Jacob  ITtlell  (Eagle  Poultry  Co.).  Plea 
of  guilty.  Fine,  $100.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  5538.  Sample  Nos.  40909— E,  69335-E.) 

On  Feliruary  19,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Delaware 
filed  an  information  against  Jacob  Udell,  trading  as  Eagle  Poultry  Co.  at 
Frankford,  Del.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  May  11  and  31,  1941,  from  the 
State  of  Delaware  into  the  States  of  Pennsylvania  and  New  Jersey,  of  quan¬ 
tities  of  poultry  that  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part 
of  a  decomposed  substance ;  and  in  that  it  was  in  whole  or  in  part  the  iDroduct 
of  diseased  animals. 

On  March  24,  1942,  defendant  having  entered  a  9f  guilty,  the  court 

imposed  a  fine  of  $100. 


3J70. 


Adulteration  of  p<>ultry.  U. 
.$200.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5fS7. 


S.  V.  Wilson  &  Co.,  Inc.  Plea  of  guilty. 

Sample  Nos.  5()201-E  to  rfi20G-E,  incl.) 


Fine, 


On  December  1,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Iowa  filed  an  information  against  Wilson  &  Co.,  Inc.,  a  cori)oration  at  Cedar 
Rapids,  Iowa,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  December  20,  1940,  from  the  State 
of  Iowa  into  the  State  of  New  York  of  a  quantity  of  poultry  that  was  adulterated 
in  tliat  it  was  in  whole  or  in  part  the  product  of  diseased  animals.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part:  “Choice  Brand  Poultry.” 

On  December  1,  1941,  a  plea  of  guilty  having  been  entered  on  behalf  of  the 
defendant,  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $200  and  costs. 


3171. 


Adulleration  of  poultry. 
Fine,  $.■»(>  and  co.st.s. 

incl.) 


U.  .S.  V.  Wilson  &  Co.  Pica  of  nolo  contendere. 

(F.  1).  C.  No.  5524.  Samide  Nos.  56210-E  to  5G214— E, 


On  December  4,  1941, 
filed  an  information  agt 


the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Kansas 
linst  Wilson  &  Co.,  a  corporation,  at  Atchison,  Kans., 
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alleging  shipiiieiit  on  or  about  NoA’ember  27,  1940,  from  the  State  of  Kansas 
into  the  State  of  New  York,  of  quantities  of  poultry  that  was  adulterated  in 
that  it  was  in  whole  or  in  part  the  product  of  diseased  animals.  It  was  labeled 
In  part :  “Choice  Brand  Poultry  Frying  [or  “Roasting”]  Chickens.” 

On  April  13,  1942,  a  plea  of  nolo  contendere  having  been  entered  on  behalf  of 
the  defendant,  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $50  and  costs. 

8172.  Adulteration  of  poultry.  U.  S.  v.  Wilson  &  Co.,  Inc.  Plea  of  gruilty.  Fine, 

.$150.  (F.  D.  O.  No.  5488.  Sample  Nos.  5G207-E  to  5G209-E,  incl.) 

On  October  24,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Minnesota 
filed  an  information  against  Wilson  &  Co.,  Inc.,  a  corporation  at  Faribault, 
Minn.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  November  25,  1940,  from  the  State  of 
Minnesota  into  the  State  of  New  York  of  a  quantity  of  poultry  that  was  adul¬ 
terated  in  that  it  was  in  whole  or  in  part  the  product  of  diseased  animals. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Choice  Brand  Poultry,” 

On  October  24,  1941,  a  plea  of  guilty  having  been  entered  on  behalf  of  the 
defendant,  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $150.  , 

8173.  Adulteration  of  poultry.  U.  S.  v.  16  Barrels  of  Poultry.  Default  decree 

of  eondeinnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  G9G5.  Sample  No.  60344— E.) 

On  March  2,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  New 
York  filed  a  libel  against  16  barrels  of  poultry  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  February  23, 
1942,  by  the  Agar  Poultry  Corporation  from  Berlin,  Md. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it'  was  in  whole  or  in  part  the  product  of  diseased 
animals.  A  portion  of  the  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (2  barrels)  “Fancy 
Milk-Fed  Poultry  Del-Mar-Va  Farms  Brand.”  The  remainder  was  unlabeled. 

On  March  30,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed.  On  April  3,  1942,  the 
decree  was  amended  to  permit  delivery  of  a  portion  of  the  lu’oduct  to  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration  for  technical  use. 

8174.  Adulteration  of  dressed  chickens.  P.  S.  v.  3  Boxes  and  1  Box  of  Dressed 

Chickens.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C. 

No.  GG70.  Sample  No.  62445-E.) 

On  December  12,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  3  boxes  each  containing  9  birds,  and  1  box  contain¬ 
ing  12  birds  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipi)ed  on 
November  6,  1941,  by  Cudahy  Packing  Co.  from  South  Omaha,  Nebr. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
decomposed  substance. 

On  December  30,  1941,  the  claimant  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree, 
judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8175.  Adulteration  of  poultry.  U.  S.  v.  7  Barrels  of  Poultry.  Default  decree  of 

condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No,  G203.  Sample  No.  41000-E.) 

On  November  12,  1941.  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  7  barrels  of  poultry  at  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
alleging  that  the  articlef  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce,  on  or  about 
October  23,  1941,  by  Farmers  Cooperative  Creamery  from  Pelican  Rapids,  Minn.; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  jjart  of  a 
filthy  substance,  and  in  that  it  was  the  product  of  diseased  animals. 

On  January  5,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8176.  Adulteration  of  p<Miltry.  U.  S.  v.  13  Boxes,  8  Barrels,  and  1  Barrel  of 

Poultry.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D  C  Nos 

G.594  to  G59G,  inol.  Sample  Nos.  71581-E  to  71583-E.  incl.) 

On  December  24,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Iowa  filed  a  libel  against  13  boxes  and  9  barrels  of  poultry  at  Perry,  Iowa, 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the 
period  from  on  or  about  November  5  to  on  or  about  December  11,  1941,  by 
Parsons  Produce  Co.  from  Woonsocket,  S.  Dak.,  Stuelpnagel  Pi-oduce  A  Storage 
Co.,  Inc.,  from  I'ankton,  S.  Dak.,  and  Wenk  P>ros.  from  Madison,  S.  Dak. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
decomposed  substance,  and  in  that  it  was  in  whole  or  in  part  the  product  of 
disc'ased  animals. 

On  January  21.  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  d«'stroyed. 
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3177.  Adulteration  of  dressed  eliieReiis.  U.  S.  v.  H  Boxes  and  3  Boxes  of  Dressed 

Chiekens.  Consent  deeree  of  condemnation  and  tlestruction.  (F.  D.  C. 

No.^eOlO.  Saniide  No.  02442-E.) 

On  December  6,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Illinois  tiled  a  libel  against  8  boxes  of  dressed  chickens  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  alleg¬ 
ing  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  December  1, 
1941,  by  Vilas  &  Co.,  from  Storm  Lake,  Iowa;  and  charging  that  it  was  adnl- 
erated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part;  (Boxes)  “Pine  Brand  Fryers  [or  “Roasters”].” 

On  January  20,  1942,  the  consignee  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree, 
judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

MISCELLANEOUS 

3178.  Adulteration  of  rabblt.s.  U.  S.  v.  240  Rabbits.  Default  decree  of  condemna^ 

tion  ajid  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  (5778.  Sample  No.  75883— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  decomposed. 

On  January  29,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massa¬ 
chusetts  tiled  a  libel  against  240  rabbits  in  various  wooden  containers  at  Boston, 
Mass.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shii)ped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  November  14,  1940,  by  Hallren  Poultry  &  Creamery  Co.  from  Enid,  Okla. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of 
a  decomposed  substance. 

On  March  2,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  prtduct  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3179.  Adulteration  of  horse  and  cattle  meat.  U.  S.  v.  Benjamin  Braverman.  Plea 

of  g-uilty.  Fine,  $250.  Jail  sentence,  30  days.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  2123.  Sample 

No.  86341-D.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  consisted  of  flesh  and  organs  of  dis¬ 
eased  animals. 

On  April  15,  1942,  the  grand  jurors  of  the  United  States  for  the  Southern 
District  of  New  York  returned  an  indictment  against  Benjamin  Braverman 
(of  Newark,  N.  J.),  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  January  17,  1940,  from  Briggs 
Station,  N.  Y.,  into  the  State  of  New  Jersey  of  a  quantity  of  the  above-named 
prcduct  which  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  was  in  whole  or  in  part 
the  flesh  and  organs  of  diseased  animals  or  of  animals  which  had  died  other 
than  by  slaughter.^ 

On  May  15,  1942,  a  plea  of  guilty  was  entered  on  behalf  of  the  defendant  and 
the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $250  and  a  sentence  of  30  days  in  jail. 

3180.  Adulteratiou  of  horse  and  cattle  meat.  IT.  S.  v.  Charles  H.  Lang.  Plea  of 

guilty.  Fine,  $250.  Jail  sentence,  30  days.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  2122.  Sample 

No.  8t5341-D.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  consisted  of  flesh  and  organs  of  dis¬ 
eased  animals. 

On  April  15,  1942,  the  grand  jurors  of  the  United  States  for  the  Southern 
District  of  New  York  returned  an  indictment  against  Charles  H.  Lang  at 
Briggs  Station,  N.  Y.,  alleging  delivery  to  Benjamin  Braverman,  on  or  about 
.January  17,  1940,  for  introduction  into  interstate  commerce  from  the  State  of 
New  York  into  the  State  of  New  Jersey  of  a  quantity  of  the  above-named 
product  which  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  was  in  whole  or  in  part 
the  flesh  and  organs  of  diseased  animals  or  of  animals  which  had  died  other 
than  by  slaughter. 

On  May  15,  1942,  a  plea  of  guilty  wms  entered  on  behalf  of  the  defendant  and 
the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $250  and  a  sentence  of  30  days  in  jail.  On  May 
29,  1942  the  jail  sentence  was  reduced  to  the  time  already  served. 

NUTS  AND  NUT  PRODUCTS 

3181.  Adulteration  of  sliced  Brazil  nuts.  IT.  S.  v.  5t4  Cartons  of  Sliced  Brazil 

Nuts.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destructiQii.  (F.  D,  C.  No. 

G730.  Sample  No.  48670-E.) 

Examination  showed  the  presence  of  decomposed  nuts. 

On  January  16,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of 
Georgia  filed  a  libel  against  5)4  cartons  of  sliced  Brazil  nuts  at  Macon,  Ga., 


^  The  first  count  of  the  indictment  charged  violation  of  the  Hor.se  Meat  Act  of  which  de¬ 
fendant  was  also  found  guilty  and  to  which  conviction  the  fine  and  sentence  were  also 
applicable. 
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alleging  that. the  article  had  been  shipRed  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
December  16,  1U41,  by  T.  M.  Diiche  &  Sons  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed 
substance. 

On  Fehruai-y  10,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3182.  Adulteration  of  Brazil  ?iut.s.  IT.  S.  v.  9  Ba^s  of  Brazil  Nuts.  Default  deeree 

of  coudeiuuation.  Produet  ordered  delivered  to  a  eliaritaWe  institution. 

(F.  1).  C.  No.  6158.  Sample  No.  70026-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  moldy  and  rancid  nuts. 

On  or  about  November  10,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern 
District  of  Florida  filed  a  libel  against  9  bags  of  Brazil  nuts  at  Jacksonville, 
Fla.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  September  17,  1941,  by  T.  M.  Duche  &  Sons  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted*  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “World  Brand  New 
Crop  Large  Medium  Brazils.” 

On  January  7,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  a  charitable  institution 
since  they  were  for  tlie  most  part  fit  for  human  consumption.  The  unfit  nuts 

were  segregated  and  destroyed. 

1 

3183.  Ailulterjif ion  of  Brazil  iiuls.  Ih  S.  v.  133  Bags  of  Brazil  Nuts.  Consent 

deeree  of  eoudeinuation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  for  segre¬ 
gation  and  destruction  of  unlit  portion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6508.  Sample  No. 
7450.5-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  moldy,  rancid,  and 
decomposed  nuts. 

On  December  15,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  New  York  filed  a  libel  against  138  bogs,  each  containing  approximately  100 
pounds,  of  Brazil  nuts  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shiiiped  on  or  about  June  1,  1941,  by  Higson  &  Co.  from  Para,  Brazil ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of 
a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Tropical 
Brand  *  *  *  Brazils.” 

On  January  24,  1942,  Wm.  A.  Camp  Co.,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  claimant, 
having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  those 
nuts  unfit  for  human  consumption  be  segregated  and  destroyed  under  the 
supeiwision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3184.  Adulteration  of  mixed  nut.s.  U.  S.  v,  89  Cartons  of  Mixed  Nuts.  Consent 

deeree  of  condemnation.  Product  released  under  bond  for  recondition¬ 
ing.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6361.  Sample  No.  74836-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  moldy,  rancid,  and  decom¬ 
posed  Brazil  nuts. 

On  01-  about  December  9,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District 
of  New  Jersey  filed  a  libel  against  89  cartons  of  mixed  nuts  at  Bayonne,  N.  J., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
November  5  and  21,  1941,  by  J.  Stanley  &  Co.  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Poppy  Brand  Choice 
Mixed  Nuts.” 

On  March  25,  1942,  Biddle  Purchasing  Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  claimant,  having 
consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and 
the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  segregation  and  destruction 
of  the  Brazil  nuts  and  any  others  that  might  be  unfit  for  food. 

318r».  Adulteration  of  pecan  pieee.s.  IJ.  S.  v.  20  Cartons  of  Pecan  Pieces.  Default 
decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F,  D.  C.  No.  6030.  Sample  No. 
84250-E. ) 

This  product  was  contaminated  with  Escherichia  coli. 

On  February  25,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  New  York  filed  a  libel  against  20  60-pound  cartons  of  pecan  pieces  at  New 
York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  .January  81,  1942,  by  Dasher  Pecan  Co.  from  Valdosta,  Ga. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  nart  of  a 
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filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  March  19,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  .judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed, 

S18G.  Adiiltersjtion  of  liocaii  meats.  II.  S.  v.  Pounds  of  Peeaii  bleats.  Default 

deerec  of  eondeniiiatiou  ami  desteuetlon.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  0025.  Sample  No. 

70322-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  hair  fragments  resembling 
rodent  hairs. 

On  February  2.3,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Florida  filed  a  libel  against  35  pounds  of  pecan  meats  at  Lakeland,  Fla.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  February 
9,  1942,  by  B.  Lloyd  from  Barnesville,  Ga. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated 
in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  pail  of  a  filthy,  substance ;  and  in  that  it 
had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become 
contaminated  with  filth. 

On  March  18,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  .indgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8187.  Adulteration  of  pecans.  II.  S;  v.  1,700  Pounds  of  Pecans.  Default  decree 

of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6639.  Sample  No,  16900-E.) 

'This  product  was  wormy  and  insect-infested  and  contained  shriveled,  moldy, 
rancid,  and  decomposed  nuts. 

On  or  about  January  13,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western 
District  of  Missouri  filed  a  libel  against  1,700  pounds  of  pecans  at  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  December  18,  1941,  by  the  May  Food  Stores  from  Greenville,  Miss. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part 
of  a  decomposed  substance. 

On  February  17,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  .ludgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3188.  Adulteration  of  walnuts.  U.  S.  v.  127  Cartons,  3  Bag's,  and  3  Bagrs  of  Wal¬ 

nuts.  Default  tlecree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C,  No, 

6354.  Sample  Nos.  59827-E,  59828-E.  59829-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  live  worms  and  worm 
excreta. 

On  December  4,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Maryland 
filed  a  libel  against  127  50-pound  cartons  and  6  100-pound  bags  of  walnuts  at 
Baltimore,  Md.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  November  11  and  December  3,  1940,  by  California  Walnut  Growers 
Association  from  Los  Angeles,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in 
that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part:  “Large  Mayette  [or  “Budded”  or  “Eureka”]  California  Walnuts 
Diamond  Brand.” 

On  January  3,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3189.  Adulteration  of  walnut  ineat.s.  U.  S.  v.  8  Cases  of  Walnut  3Ieats.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6553.  Sample  No. 

85579-E.) 

This  product  was  insect-infested. 

On  December  20,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  Washington  filed  a  libel  against  8  cases  of  walnut  meats  at  Seattle,  Wash., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
November  17,  1941,  by  Torn  &  Glasser  from  Los  Angeles,  Calif. ;  and  charg'ng 
that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it  had 
been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  con¬ 
taminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Case)  “Copper  Heart 
Halves  and  Pieces.” 

On  March  30,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3190.  Adulteration  of  w^aliiut  meats,  II.  S.  v.  16  Cases  of  Walnut  3Ieats.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  66 S9.  Sample  No. 

85125-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  moldy,  rancid,  and  decom¬ 
posed  walnut  meats. 
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On  Jainiai-y  10,  1912,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington  tiled  a  libel  against  10  eases  of  walnut  meats  at  Tacoma,  Wash., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
December  8,  1941,  by  A.  W.  Johnson  from  Portland,  Oreg. ;  and  charging  that 
It  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  wTiole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed 
substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Case)  “W.  W.  Sims  Salem 
Oreg  *  *  *  Bakers  Walnut  fileats.” 

On  March  30,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

,5191.  Axlulteration  of  waliiut  meats.  TJ.  S.  v.  3  Kail's  of  Walnuts.  Default  decree 
of  coiideniiiation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  GTol.  Sample  No.  85317— E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  moldy  and  rancid  nuts. 

On  January  22,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Idaho 
filed  a  libel  against  3  SO-pound  bags  of  walnuts  at  BoisQ,  Idaho,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  January  9,  1942,  by 
Wylie  &  Son  from  Eugene,  Oreg. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that 
it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomiiosed  substance. 

On  Marcli  4,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8192.  Adulteration  of  sliredded  coconut.  U.  S.  v.  5  Barrels  of  Shredded  Coconut. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  distributed  to  charita- 
able  iustitution.s.  (P.  D.  C.  No,  6806.  Sample  No.  67686— E.) 

This  ijroduct  was  found  to  contain  mineral  oil. 

On  February  3,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Tennessee  tiled  a  libel  against  6  barrels  of  shredded  coconut  at  Memphis,  Tenn., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
December  15,  1941,  by  Pure  Food  Products,  Inc.,  from  Dallas,  Tex. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  mineral  oil,  a  nonnutritive  substance,  had  been 
substituted  in  part  therefor ;  and  in  that  mineral  oil,  a  nonnutritive  substance, 
had  been  added  thereto  and  mixed  and  packed  therewith  so  as  to  reduce  its  quality. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Monsantu  Brand  Fancy  Shred  Coconut  Pre¬ 
pared  with  Sugar,  Oil  and  Salt,” 

On  April  7,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  distributed  to  charitable  institutions. 

8193.  AdultcratlQM  and  misbranding:  of  peanut  butter.  IT.  S.  v.  50  Cases  and  25 

Cases  of  Peanut  Butter.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruc¬ 
tion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6862.  Sample  No.  83361-E,) 

This  product  contained  dirt,  and  a  portion  was  also  short  weight. 

On  February  12,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Louisiana  filed  a  libel  against  50  cases  each  containing  24  6-ounce  jars  and  25 
cases  each  containing  24  12-ounce  jars  of  peanut  butter  at  New  Orleans,  La., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
January  28,  1942,  by  Sessions  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Enterprise,  Ala.;  and  charging  that 
it  was  adulterated  and  that  a  portion  was  also  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in 
part :  “Goldcraft  Peanut  Butter.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part 
of  a  filthy  substance. 

A  portion  of  the  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement 
“Net  Wt.  12  Ozs.”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was 
short  weight ;  and  in  that  it  was  in  package  form  and  did  not  bear  a  label  con¬ 
taining  an  accurate  statement  of  the  quantity  of  contents. 

On  March  25,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

OLIVE  OIL 

8194.  Adulteration  and  misbranding:  of  olive  oil.  IT.  S.  v.  55  Cartons  of  Olive 

OiJ.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 
5801.  Sample  Nos.  74701-E  to  74704-E.  incl.) 

This  product  consisted  essentially  of  an  artificially  flavored  and  artificially 
colored  imitation  olive  oil. 

On  or  about  September  29,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District 
of  New  Jersey  filed  a  libel  against  55  cartons  of  olive  oil  at  Newark,  N.  J.,  alleg¬ 
ing  that  the  article  bad  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  August 
2f)  and  30,  1941,  by  Jobn  Gatto  from  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
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adulterated  and  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part  variously  :  “Superfine  Olive 
Oil  A.  Sasso  Brand” ;  “Roberta  Brand  Pure  Olive  Oil” ;  “Puglia  Brand  Superfine 
Pure  Olive  Oil” ;  “Italia  Brand  Supreme  Olive  Oil  Imported.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  (1)  in  that  artificially  flavored  and 
artificially  colored  mixtures  of  cottonseed  oil,  two  lots  containing  peanut  or  some 
other  vegetable  oil,  and  containing  little  or  no  olive  oil,  had  been  substituted 
wholly  or  in  part  for  olive  oil,  which  it  purported  to  be ;  (2)  in  that  inferiority 
had  been  concealed  by  the  addition  of  artificial  flavor  and  artificial  color ;  and 
(3)  in  that  artificial  flavor  and  artificial  color  had  been  added  thereto  or  mixed 
or  packed  therewith  so  as  to  make^them  appear  better  or  of  greater  value  tluiii 
they  were. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  In  that  the  statements  and 
designs  (A.  Sasso  brand)  “Superfine  Olive  Oil  ♦  *  *  Imj)orted  Product 

[design  of  an  olive  branch  and  olives]  Pure  Olive  Oil  Imported  [and  similar 
statements  in  Italian]”;  (Roberta  brand)  “Pure  Olive  Oil  Imported  From  Lucca 
Toscana  Italy  [design  of  olive  branches,  olives,  and  gold  medals]  This  Olive  Oil 
is  guaranteed  to  be  absolutely  pure  under  chemical  analysis  and  [similar  state¬ 
ments  in  various  foreign  languages]  Imported  From  Italy”;  (Puglia  brand) 
“Superfine  Pure  Olive  Oil  Imported  From  Lucca-Italy  [design  of  olive  branches 
and  olives]  This  olive  oil  is  guaranteed  to  be  absolutely  pure  under  any  chemical 
analysis  Recommended  for  table  use  and  medicinal  purposes  [similar  statements 
in  Italian]”  ;  (Italia  brand)  “Italia  *  *  *  Supreme  Olive  Oil  Imported  Lucca- 

Italia  [design  of  gold  medals,  Italian  flag,  and  olive  branches]  The  purity  of 
this  olive  oil  is  guaranteed  under  chemical  analysis  and  we  recommend  it  for 
table  and  medicinal  uses  [and  similar  statements  in  Italian]  Imported  Pure 
Olive  Oil,”  were  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  of  the  composition 
disclosed.  (2)  In  that  it  was  offered  for  sale  under  the  name  of  another  food. 
(3)  In  that  it  was  an  imitation  of  another  food  and  its  label  failed  to  bear,  in 
type  of  uniform  size  and  prominence,  the  word  “imitation”  and,  immediately 
thereafter,  the  name  of  the  food  imitated.  (4)  In  that  it  was  in  package  form 
and  did  not  bear  a  label  containing  the  name  and  place  of  business  of  the  manu¬ 
facturer,  packer,  or  distributor.  (5)  In  that  it  contained  artificial  flavoring  and 
artificial  coloring  and  failed  to  bear  labeling  stating  that  fact. 

On  March  20,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

SACCHARINE  PRODUCTS 

CANDY 

3195.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  Bol»s  Candy  &  Pecan  Co.  I*lea  of  nolo 

contendere.  Fine,  ii»500.  (P.  D,  C.  No.  5529.  Sample  Nos.  37818-E  to 

37821-E.  incl.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  insect  and  rodent  hair 
fragments. 

On  December  9,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of 
Georgia  filed  an  information  against  Bobs  Candy  &  Pecan  Co.,  a  corporation 
at  Albany,  Ga.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  February  6  and  18,  1941,  from  the 
State  of  Georgia  into  the  State  of  Florida,  of  cpiantities  of  candy  that  was 
adulterated.  It  was  labeled  in  part  “Bobs  Mammoth  Penny  Ices,”  “Bobs  Dutch 
Lunch,”  “Bobs  Mammoth  Penny  Sticks  Mint,”  or  “Bobs  Long  Boy  Penny  Stick 
Mint.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  'that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary 
conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  April  7,  1942,  a  plea  of  nolo  contendere  having  been  entered  on  behalf  of 
the  defendant,  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  ^500. 

3196.  Adnlferation  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  George  D.  Dillon  (George  Dillon  Candy 

Co.).  I*lea  of  nolo  <*ontendere.  Fines,  SjDOO.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5582.  Sample 
Nos.  .37494-E.  37G18-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  rodent  hairs,  insect  frag¬ 
ments,  and  mites. 

On  December  20,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Florida  filed  an  information  against  George  D.  Dillon,  trading  as  George  Dillon 
Candy  Co.  at  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  January  21  and 
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28,  DM1,  from  the  State  of  Florida  into  the  State  of  Sonrh  Carolina,  of  quantities 
of  eandy  that  was  adulterated.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  ‘’2/10  Coeoanut  Suckers.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  wTiole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  substance  ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  con¬ 
ditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  .lanuary  5,  1942,  the  defendant  having  entered  a  plea  of  nolo  contendere, 
the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $50  on  each  count,  totaling  $100. 

Sll>7.  Adulteration  of  eandy.  U.  S.  A.  Kareher  Candy  Co.  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine, 
,$.^00.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5540.  Sample  Nos.  3y627-E  to  39639-E,  incl.) 

ITiis  product  was  found  to  contain  rodent  hairs  and  insect  fragments. 

On  .January  5,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Arkansas  filed  an  information  against  A.  Kareher  Candy  Co.,  a  corporation,  Little 
Rock,  Ark.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  December  16,  1940,  and  January  10, 
15,  21,  and  30,  1941,  from  the  State  of  Arkansas  into  the  State  of  Louisiana  of 
quantities  of  the  albove-named  product  which  was  adulterated.  It  was  labeled 
in  part:  “Cinnamon  Imperials,”  “Jelly  Beans,”  “Boston  Baked  Beans,”  “Klondike 
Grab  Bag,”  “Dixie  Peanut  Squares,”  “Boomers,”  “Tuxedo  Bon  Bons,”  “Goober 
Patties,”  “Marigolds,”  ‘Twirlers,”  “Star  Chocolates,”  “Black  Wahiut  Fudge,”  or 
“Chocolate  Goobers.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  con¬ 
ditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  April  17,  1942,  a  plea  of  guilty  was  entered  on  behalf  of  the  defendant  and 
the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $500. 

31J>8.  Adulteration  of  eandy.  U.  S.  v.  Martin  Candy  Co.  Tried  by  the  court. 

.Judgment  of  guilty.  Fine,  on  each  of  2  countis.  Paj’nient  of  line  on 

second  count  suspended  and  defendant  placed  on  probation.  (F.  D.  C. 

No.  4172.  Sample  Nos.  45080-E,  52.502-E.) 

This  product  contained  filth. 

On  August  25,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Texas  filed  an  information  against  the  Martin  Candy  Co.,  a  corporation  at  Dallas, 
Tex.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  June  21  and  August  16,  1940,  from  the  State 
of  Texas  into  the  States  of  Idaho  and  Montana,  of  quantities  of  candy  that  was 
alleged  to  be  adulterateil  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  sub- 
staiK'e ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby 
it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part: 
(Boxes)  “Delicious  Bofe-Uvus” ;  or  “MartiiTs  U-Like-Um  Bar.” 

On  February  23,  1942,  a  plea  of  not  guilty  having  been  entered  on  behalf  of 
the  defendant,  the  case  was  tried  to  the  court  and  a  judgment  of  guilty  was 
entered  and  a  fine  of  $250  was  imposed  on  each  count.  The  fine  on  the  second 
count  was  suspended  and  the  defendant  was  placed  on  probation  for  6  months. 

Sinn*.  Adulteration  of  candy.  IT.  S.  v.  Orville  A.  Sehring  and  Clarence  W.  Berry 
(Tyler  Candy  Co.).^  Pleas  of  nolo  contendere.  Fines,  $50.  (P.  D.  C.  No. 

5509.  Sample  Nos.  3.5858-E  to  358G1-E,  incl.,  39937-E,  438G8-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  rodent  hairs  and  insect 
fragments. 

On  November  17,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Texas  filed  an  information  against  Orville  A.  Sebring  and  Clarence  W.  Berry, 
trading  as  Tyler  Candy  Co',  at  Tyler,  Tex.,  alleging  shipment  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  January  8  to  on  or  about  February  28, 
1941,  from  the  State  of  Texas  into  the  States  of  Kansas,  Arkansas,  and  Louisiana, 
of  quantities  of  candy  that  was  adulterated.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Tyler 
Maid  Penny  Peco  [or  “Penny  Stick,”  “Coeoanut  Fresh  Pattie,”  “Coeoanut  Leaf,” 
Peanut-Patties,”  or  “Fresh  Pattie”].” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary 
conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  February  10,  1942,  the  defendants  having  entered  pleas  of  nolo  contendere, 
the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $25  upon  each  defendant. 

8200.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  12  Boxes  and  29  Boxes  of  Candy.  Default 
decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6?7i.  Sample  Nos. 
79ir,8-E,  79159-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  that  it  was  contaminated  with  filth,  such 
as  rodent  hairs  and  excreta,  and  insect  fragments. 
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On  January  27,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Kentucky  filed  a  libel  against  41  boxes  of  candy  at  Jettie,  Ky.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  December  13,  1941, 
from  the  factory  of  the  D.  D.  Carney  Candy  Manufacturing  Co.,  Huntington, 
W.  Va.,  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary 
conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part  “Horehound,”  or  “Billy  Boy  Baseball  Fops.” 

On  February  19,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3201.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  13  Boxe.s  and  7  Boxes  of  Candy.  Default 

flecree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6299.  Sample  Nos. 

48973-E,  48974-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  insect  fragments. 

On  or  about  December  27,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern 
District  of  South  Carolina  filed  a  libel  against  13  boxes  each  containing  24  pieces, 
and  7  boxes  each  containing  24  bars  of  candy  at  Columbia,  S.  C.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  September  25, 
1941,  by  Dilling  &  Co.  from  Indianapolis,  Ind. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulter¬ 
ated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that 
it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become 
contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Pieces,  wrapper) 
“Dining’s  Peanut  Cluster  *  *  *  5^^”  ^r  (bars,  wrapper)  “Dilling’s  Chocolate 

Cherry  Pie  5c  George’s  Favorite  Pie.” 

On  January  21,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3202.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  21  Boxes  and  8  Boxes  of  Candy  (and  3  other 

seizure  actions  a^^ainst  candy).  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and 

destruction.  (F. -D.  C.  Nos.  6308,  6348,  6349,  7476.  Sample  Nos.  56746— E  to 

56752-E,  incl.  6i927-E.) 

Examination  show'ed  that  this  product  was  contaminated  with  filth,  such  as 
rodent  hairs,  human  hairs,  insect  fragments,  and  metal  fragments. 

Between  November  28,  1941,  and  May  7,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for 
the  District  of  New  Jersey  and  the  District  of  Oregon  filed  libels  against  94 
boxes  of  candy  at  Newark,  and  53  boxes  of  candy  at  Union  City,  N.  J.,  and  45 
cases  of  candy  at  Portland,  Oreg.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in 
interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  July  2,  1941,  to  on  or 
about  April  13,  1942,  by  Euclid  Candy  Co.  from  San  Francisco,  Calif. ;  and  Euclid 
Candy  Co.  of  N.  Y,,  Inc.,  from  Brooklyn,  N,  Y.,  and  charging  that  it  was  adulter¬ 
ated  in  that  it  consisted  in  wdiole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it 
had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become 
contaminated  wdth  filth.  The  article  w^as  labeled  in  part:  “48’s  Sambo”;  “Dolly 
Dimple  Home-Made  Fudge  Bars” ;  “Kitchen-Made  Fudge  Cocoanut” ;  “Euclid’s 
Penny  Love  Nest” ;  or  “Euclid’s  Red  Cap.” 

On  March  2  and  June  12,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of 
condemnation  w^ere  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3203.  Adulteration  of  candy.  TJ.  S.  v.  6  Cases  of  Candy.  Default  decree  of  con¬ 

demnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No,  6204.  Sample  No.  70039— E.) 

This  product  contained  rodent  hairs  and  insect  fragments. 

On  or  about  November  ]4,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern 
District  of  Florida  filed  a  lihel  against  6  cases  of  candy  at  Jacksonville,  Fla., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
November  2,  1941,  by  Head  Candies,  Inc.,  Atlanta,  Ga. ;  and  charging  that  it  w'as 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  wdiole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and 
in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have 
become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  w^as  labeled  in  part:  (Cases)  “30 
Lb.  Peanut  Brittle.” 

On  January  7,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  w\as  ordered  destroyed. 

3204.  Adulteration  of  candy.  11.  S.  v.  27  Ca.ses,  22  Boxes,  and  46  Cases  of  Candy. 

Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D,  C.  Nos.  0746, 

0747.  Sample  Nos.  79i55-E  to  79t57-E,  incl.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  rodent  hairs  and  that  one 
lot  also  contained  insect  fragments  and  larvae. 
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On  January  22,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Kentucky  filed  libels  against  27  82-pound  cases  and  22  boxes  of  candy  at  Lex¬ 
ington,  and  46  32-pound  cases  of  candy  at  West  Liberty,  Ky.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  November 
20  and  December  6,  1941,  by  Lovelace  Candy  Co.  from  Nashville,  Tenn. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part :  “Sweet  Annie  Pure  Stick  Candy,”  or  “Dixie  Dan  Stick  Mint.” 

On  February  18,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  con¬ 
demnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3gO.>.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  330  Boxe.s  of  Candy  (and  2  other  seizure 
aetion.s  against  candy).  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruc¬ 
tion.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6556,  6557,  6597.  Sample  Nos.  375iJ«>-E,  .37598-E,  48547-E, 
48999 -E.  49000-E.  70229-E.)  .  . 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  contaminated  with  filth,  such 
as  rodent  hairs  and  other  hair  fragments,  insect  fragments,  and  larvae. 

Between  December  27,  1941,  and  January  5,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys 
for  the  Northern  District  of  Georgia  and  the  Eastern  District  of  Sauth  Carolina 
filed  libels  against  the  following  quantities  of  candy;  2  .S-pound  boxes,  134 
2-pound  boxes,  301  1-pound  boxes,  and  69  half-pound  boxes  at  Atlanta,  Ga. ; 
and  3  3-pouiid  boxes,  58  2-pound  boxes,  25  1 -pound  boxes,  and  6  half-pound 
boxes  at  Columbia,  S.  C.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  within  the  i)eriod  from  on  or  about  October  7  to  on  or  about  December 
9,  1941,  by  Russell  McPhail  from  Jacksonville,  Fla. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and 
in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have 
become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  i)art :  “Russell 
McPhail  Chocolates.” 

On  February  18  and  19,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of 
condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroj^ed. 


320(>.  Adulteration  of  eandy.  U.  S.  v.  80  Boxes  of  Candy.  Default  ileeree  of 
condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6826.  Sample  No.  70724— E.) 

Examination  showed  this  product  to  contain  insect  fragments  and  rodent 
hairs. 

On  February  9,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
North  Carolina  filed  a  libel  against  80  boxes  of  candy  at  Wadesboro,  N.  C., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
November  25,  1941,  by  Meadors  Manufacturing  Co.  from  Greenville,  S.  C. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  condi¬ 
tions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part  “Meadors  Big  Apple.” 

On  March  24,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


3207.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  5  Cases  and  10  Cases  of  Candy  (and  4 
other  seizure  actions  against  candy).  Default  decrees  of  destruction. 

(F.  D.  C.  Nos.  5.3.S6,  5.353,  5354.  6208,  6883.  Sample  Nos.  60844-E.  60845-E, 
60848-E,  60849-E.  60903-E  to  60907-E.  incl..  81227-E.  81228-E.) 


Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  rodent  hairs  and  insect 
fragments. 

On  or  about  August  8,  15,  and  16  and  November  17,  1941,  and  February 
18,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  District  of  Montana,  District  of 
Oregon,  and  the  District  of  Utah  filed  libels  against  the  following  quantities 
of  candy :  25  cases  at  Great  Falls  and  6  cartons  and  8  cases  at  Kalispell, 
Mont. ;  60  cartons  at  Eugene,  Oreg. ;  and  656  dozen  cellophane  bags  at  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  July  18,  1941,  to  on  or  about 
January  22,  1942,  by  Parisian  Candy  Co.  from  Seattle,  Wash. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy 
substance,  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  where¬ 
by  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part  variously :  “Parisian  Union  Leader,”  “Parisian  Club  Jlouse,”  “Parisian 
Coco  Sno  Bar,”  “Parisian’s  Chucky,”  “Parisian  Wliipped  Dream  Style  Bar,” 
“Parisian  Charmed  Laud  Candies,”  “Parisian  Brazil  Nut  in  Caramel,”  “Parisian 
Baked  Potato  Candy  Bar,”  or  “Parisian  Almond  Creme.” 
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On  November  3,  1941,  and  January  12  and  April  22,  1942,  no  claimant  having 
appeared,  judgments  were  entered  ordering  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

3208.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  14  Boxes,  15  Boxes,  and  55  Boxes  of  Candy. 

Default  decree  of  eondeinnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  5399,  5400. 

Sample  No.s.  59547-E,  59548-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  rodent  hair.s  and  insect 
fragments. 

On  or  about  August  20,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western 
District  of  Virginia  filed  a  libel  against  84  boxes  of  candy  at  Lynchburg,  Va., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
July  25  and  August  7,  1941,  by  Specialty  Candy  Co.  from  Baltimore,  Md. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part:  “Hilltopper  Delicious  Pops  *  *  *  Cherry ‘[or  “Assorted”].” 

On  December  1,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3209.  Adulteration  of  apricot  glace.  U.  S.  v.  31  Cans  of  Apricot  Glace.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5911.  Sample  No. 

74493-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  rodent  hairs  and  insect  frag¬ 
ments.  A  portion  also  contained  splinters  of  wood. 

On  or  about  October  6,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of 
New  Jersey  filed  a  libel  against  31  8-pound  cans  of  apricot  glace  at  South  Amboy, 
N.  J.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shiiDped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  September  4,  1941,  by  Wood  &  Selick,  Inc.,  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part :  “Favorite  Apricot  Glace.” 

On  November  19,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3210.  Adulteration  of  candy.  IT.  S.  v.  18  Boxes  of  Candy.  Default  decree  of 

condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5662.  Sample  No.  61733— E.) 

This  product  was  insect-infested. 

On  September  12,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  California  filed  a  libel  against  18  boxes  of  candy  at  Weed,  Calif.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  July  16, 
1941,  by  Brown  &  Haley  from  Tacoma,  Wash. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adul¬ 
terated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  ar¬ 
ticle  was  labeled  in  part :  “24  School  Special  Hi  Bar  5  Cents.” 

On  December  5,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3211.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S  v.  22  Cartons  and  8  Cartons  of  Candy.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6325.  Sample  Nos. 

69825-E,  59826-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  insect  fragments. 

On  December  3,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Virginia  filed  a  libel  against  30  30-pound  boxes  of  candy  at  Fredericksburg,  Va., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
October  13,  1941,  by  General  Candy  Co.  from  Baltimore,  Md. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  sub¬ 
stance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Assorted  Cocoanut  Bonbons,”  or 
“Broken  Candy.” 

On  February  18,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3212.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  .37  Boxes,  18  Boxes,  (*  Boxes,  and  -4  Boxes  of 

Candy.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos. 

6273,  6.393.  Sample  Nos.  01593-E,  85111-E  to  85113-E,  iiicl.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  insect  fragments  and  larvae, 
hairs  resembling  rodent  hairs,  and  (in  one  lot)  rodent  pellets. 

On  November  24  and  December  12,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the 
Western  District  of  Washington  filed  libels  against  65  boxes,  each  containing  24 
bars,  of  candy  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in 
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interstate  eoiiniierce  on  or  about  October  23  amt  Nov('nil)er  24,  by  Radclilt’e’s 

Soya  Products  from  San  Francisco,  ( ’alif. ;  and  cbarging  that  it  was  adulterated  in 
that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  tilthy  substance.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part:  (37  boxes)  “Radclifte’s  Soya  Milk  Candy  Hollywood  Candy 
Bar”;  (bar  wrai^pers  of  remainder)  “Radcliffe’s  Products  *  *  *  Papaya 

Fi'uitBar  [or  “Avocado  Candy  Bar”]”  ;  or  “Radcliffe’s  Soya-Bar  Cocoanut  Fruit.” 

On  March  80,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  condemnation 
were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8218.  Adulteralioit  of  oantly.  U.  S.  v.  12  Cases  and  1  Case  of  Candy.  Default 
deeree  of  <*ondeinnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  62t)4.  Sample  No. 
61o99-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  insect  fragments  and  hairs 
resembling  rodent  hairs. 

On  November  27,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  Washington  tiled  a  libel  against  12  cases  each  containing  8  boxes  and  1  case 
containing  6  boxes  of  candy  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  October  22,  1941,  by  Warren 
Watkins  from  Los  Angeles,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that 
it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part:  (Boxes)  “5  Lbs.  Chocolate  Ruff  [or  “Vanilla  Ruff,”  “Nougat  Chews,” 
“Maplewalnut,”  “Caramels,”  “Mint  Creams,”  “Vanilla  Cream,”  or  “Pineapple 
Creams”].” 

On  March  80,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


MISCELLANEOUS 

8211.  Adulteration  of  granulated  sugar.  U.  S.  v.  100  Saeks  of  Granulatetl  Sugar. 

Consent  decree  of  eondeinnation.  ProcFuet  released  under  bond  for 
eonversion  into  alcohol.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  G953.  Sample  No.  83163— E.) 

Examination  showed  this  product  to  be  contaminated  by  insect  fragments, 
rodent  haii's,  and  rodent  fragments. 

On  or  about  December  4,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern 
District  of  Mississippi  filed  a  libel  against  100  sacks  of  granulated  sugar  at 
Natchez,  Miss.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  October  27,  1941,  by  Cora-Texas  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc., 
from  White  Castle,  La. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it 
consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in 
part :  “Caneland  Standard  Fine  Granulated  Pure  Cane  Sugar.” 

On  January  19,  1942,  Cora-Texas  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc.,  claimant,  having 
consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and 
the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  use  in  the  manufacture  of 
alcohol. 


821.".  Adulteration  of  sugar.  U.  S.  v.  242  Bags,  Bags,  14  Bags,  12  Bags,  and 
18  Bags  of  Sugar.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered 
released  under  bond  to  be  reprocessed  and  refined.  (F,  D,  C.  Nos.  6617 
to  6620,  iucl.  Sample  Nos.  67950-E  to  67953-E,  incl.) 

This  product  had  been  stored  under  insanitary  conditions  after  shipment. 

On  January  2,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Arkansas  filed  a  libel  against  the  following  quantities  of  sugar  at  Paragould, 
Ark. :  242  100-pound  bags  and  99  10-pound  bags  shipped  on  or  about  September 
8,  1941,  by  the  South  Coast  Corporation  from  Matthews,  La.;  14  100-pouiid 
bags  shipped  on  or  about  May  28,  1941,  by  Sterling  Sugar  Sales  Corporation 
from  Sterling,  La. ;  12  100-pound  bags  shipped  on  or  about  September  8,  1941, 
by  Western  Sugar  Refinery  from  New  Orleans,  La. ;  and  13  100-pound  bags 
shipped  on  or  about  October  25,  1941,  by  Great  Western  Sugar  Co.  from  Love¬ 
land,  Colo.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  “interstate  commerce 
as  above;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole 
or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  and  decomposed  substance,  and  was  otherwise 
unfit  for  food.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “White  Gold  [or  “Sterling 
Quality  *  *  *,”  or  “Sea  Island”]  Pure  Cane  Sugar”;  or  “Great  West- 
*  -i:  *  Pure  Sugar.” 

On  I^ebruary  9,  1942,  Puryear-Meyer  Grocer  Co.,  Paragould,  Ark.,  claimant, 
having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it 
be  reprocessed  and  refined  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Admin¬ 
istration. 
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81216.  Misbranding  of  c*ane  and  corn  simp.  tl.  S.  v.  12  Cases  of  Sirup.  Default 
,  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  delivered  to  charitable  organi- 
/  nation.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  0840.  Sample  No.  35880-E.) 

This  product  was  represented  to  contain  only  10  percent  of  corn  simp  bnt 
actually  contained  75  percent.  Furthermore,  the  label  on  the  cans  failed  to 
bear  an  accurate  statement  of  the  quantity  of  the  contents  since  the  cans  con¬ 
tained  an  amount  more  than  double  the  quantity  declared. 

On  December  4,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Texas  filed  a  libel  against  12  cases  of  cane  and  corn  sirup  at  Texarkana,  Tex., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
July  23,  1941,  by  Ivy  Norris,  Pure  Sugar  Cane  Products,  from  West  Monroe,  La. ; 
and*  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cases)  “Pure 
Ribbon  Cane  Syrup  Wm.  Norris,  West  Monroe,  La.  *  *  *  jv^et  Wt.  2  lbs. 
2  ozs.  iy2  Pts.  or  over”;  (cans)  “Pure  Ribbon  (lane  Syrup  Contains  10%  Corn 
Syrup  Added  *  *  *  Net  Weight  1  lb.  Liquid  Contents,  10  ozs.  or  over.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  labeling  was  false  since 
the  cans  contained  approximately  75  percent  of  corn  sirup  instead  of  10  percent 
and  the  average  net  weight  of  each  can  was  2  pounds  2.48  ounces  and  the 
average  net  volume  was  1  pint  9  fluid  ounces. 

On  January  19,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  a  local  charitable 
organization. 

8217.  Adulteration  of  fondant  ieiiig.  II.  S.  v.  5  Drums  of  Fondant  leing.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5912.  Sample  No. 

74495-E.) 

This  product  was  found  to  contain  rodent  hairs  and  insect  fragments. 

On  or  about  October  4,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of 
New  Jersey  filed  a  libel  against  5  drums  of  fondant  icing  at  Newark,  N.  J., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
September  4,  1941,  by  Wood  &  Selick,  Inc.,  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  sub¬ 
stance  ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it 
might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  “Favorite 
Fondant  Icing.” 

On  November  11,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

CACAO  PRODUCTS 

8218.  Adulteration  of  cliocolate  icing'.  TT.  S.  v.  19  Ca.n.s  of  H  &  H  Kakolate.  De¬ 

fault  decree  of  condemnation  and  fle.struction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6243.  Sample 

No.  54504-E.) 

This  product  contained  rodent  hairs. 

On  November  17,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  19  cans  of  H  &  H  Kakolate  at  Drexel  Hill,  Pa., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
October  20,  1941,  by  Henry  &  Henry,  Inc.,  from  Buffalo,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  sub¬ 
stance;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it 
might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  January  5,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  decree  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8219.  Adulteration  of  baking  cbocolatc.  IT.  S.  v^  46  Cartons  and  88  Carton.s  of 

Chocolate.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C. 

No.  6916.  Sample  No.  233S8-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  heat-damaged,  and  that  it  con¬ 
tained  webbing,  dead  moths,  and  larvae. 

On  February  23,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  California  filed  a  libel  against  46  cartons  each  containing  24  half-pound  bars, 
and  83  plain  fiber  cartons  each  containing  110  half-pound  bars  of  chocolate  at 
San  Francisco,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  August  11,  1939,  by  E.  &  A.  Opler,  Inc.,  from  Brooklyn, 
N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary 
conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article 
in  the  46  cartons  was  labeled  in  part:  “Our  Mother’s  Pure  Baking  Chocolate.” 
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On  March  14,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8220.  Misbrandings  of  cocoa.  U.  S.  v.  11  Case.s  of  Cocoa.  Default  decree  of  con¬ 

demnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C,  No.  6822.  Sample  Nos.  51338-E, 

90571-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  short  weight  and  deficient  in 
cocoa  fat. 

On  February  7,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massa- 
eetts  filed  a  libel  against  11  cases  of  cocoa  at  Boston,  Mass.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  October  30,  1940, 
by  Francis  H.  Leggett  &  Co.  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  “Plantation  Brand  Cocoa  Plantation  Ex¬ 
tract  Corporation  New  York  City,  N.  Y.,  5  Lbs.  Net  Wt.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  “.5  Lbs. 
Net  Wt.”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  short 
weight;  in  that  it  was  offered  for  sale  under  the  name  of  another  food  since 
it  was  invoiced  as  breakfast  cocoa,  a  product  containing  22  percent  of  cocoa 
fat,  and  it  contained  only  15.72  percent  of  cocoa  fat;  and  in  that  it  was  in 
package  form  and  failed  to  bear  a  label  containing  an  accurate  statement  of  the 
quantity  of  the  contents. 

On  April  27,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  ordered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

VITAMIN  PREPARATIONS 

8221.  Adulteration  and  misbranding*  of  A.  It.  D.  G.  Capsules.  C.  S.  v.  15,000 

A.  B.  D.  G.  Capsules.  Default  deeree  of  eondemnation  and  destruction. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  6068.  Sample  No.  63409-E.) 

These  capsules,  which  were  shipped  in  bulk  package,  were  labeled  “A.  B. 
D.  G.  Capsules  Improved,”  but  subsequently  a  portion  were  repackaged  and 
labeled  “Hain  Abgede  Improved  Vitamins.”  Each  capsule  was  represented 
to  contain  200  U.  S.  P.  units  of  vitamin  Bi,  but  examination  showed  that  each 
one  contained  not  more  than  133  International  Units  (U.  S.  P.  units)  of 
vitamin  Bi. 

On  October  24,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  California  filed  a  libel  against  15,000  A.  B.  D.  G.  Capsules  at  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  July  11,  1941, 
by  the  International  Vitamin  Corporation  from  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constitutent, 
namely,  vitamin  Bi,  had  been  in  whole  or  in  part  omitted  or  abstracted  there¬ 
from.  It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  on  the  shipping 
carton,  “200  vitamin  Bi  units  U.  S.  P.,”  was  false  as  applied  to  an  article  that 
contained  not  more  than  133  International  Units  of  vitamin  Bi  per  capsule. 

It  was  also  alleged  to  be  adulterated  and  misbranded  under  the  provisions 
of  the  law  applicable  to  drugs,  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  506. 

On  November  19,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8222.  Misbranding  of  wheat  germ.  U.  S.  v.  219  Cans  of  Wheat  Germ.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6362.  Sample  No. 

83181-E.) 

The  labeling  of  this  product  bore  false  and  misleading  representations  re¬ 
garding  its  value  as  a  source  of  certain  vitamins  and  minerals  and  its 
etficacy  in  the  treatment  of  diseases  and  abnormalities  of  the  body. 

On  December  9,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Louisiana  filed  a  libel  against  219  cans  of  wheat  germ  at  New  Orleans,  La., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
September  15,  16,  and  24,  1941,  by  the  Colonial  Milling  Co.  from  Nashville, 
Tenn. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Polly  Rich 
Wheat  Germ.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  following  and  similar 
statements,  (label)  “Contains  Vitamins  A-B-E-G  ♦  *  *  Four  level  table¬ 

spoons  of  Wheat  Germ  contain  about  the  average  daily  requirement  of  Vitamin^ 
B”  ;  and  (circular,  entitled  “Polly  Rich  Wheat  Germ  Contains  vitamins  A-B-E-G,**’ 
attached  to  retail  package)  “‘Nature’s  Own  Tonic  in  Its  Pure  Virgin  Whole¬ 
ness’  *  *  *  xpp  heart  or  embryo  of  the  grain  of  wheat  is  known  as  ‘Whea.t 
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Germ.’  _  It  is  one  of  the  best  known  sources  of  Vitamin  B  (whole  complex) 
and  E'  and  is  a  good  source  of  Vitamin  A.  It  contains  iron,  phosphorous, 
sodium,  potassium,  zinc,  coiiper,  manganese,  calcium  and  magnesium,  all  of 
which  are  essential  to  our  mineral  economy,  in  forms  which  are  easily  as¬ 
similated.  Wheat  Germ  is  in  truth  ‘Nature’s  own  health  tonic  in  its  pure 
virgin  wholeness’,”  were  false  and  misleading  since  they  created  the  impres¬ 
sion  that,  wheat  germ  is  a  consequential  source  of  vitamins  A,  B,  E,  and  G 
and  the  minerals  iron,  phosphorus,  sodium,  potassium,  zinc,  copper,  manganese, 
calcium  and  magnesium ;  whereas,  while  wheat  germ  may  be  considered  as  a 
consequential  source  of  vitamin  B  and  phosphorus,  the  contribution  to  the  dietary 
intake  of  the  other  vitamins  and  minerals  contained  in  wheat  germ  is  incon¬ 
sequential.  It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  further  in  that  representations  in 
the  labeling  that  it  was  efficacious  in  the  treatment  of  a  wide  variety  of  diseases 
and  abnormalities  of  the  body,  such  as  secondary  anemia,  cataracts  of  the  eye, 
sterility,  and  alcoholic  diseases,  were  false  and  misleading  ince  it  would  not  be 
efficacious  for  such  purposes. 

It  was  also  charged  to  be  misbranded  under  the  provisions  of  the  law  applicable 
to  drugs,  as  reported  in  notices  of  judgment  on  drugs  and  devices. 

On  March  25,  1912,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

MISCELLANEOUS 

8228.  Adulteration  and  misbrandiiiR'  of  lemon  flavor.  U.  S.  v.  284  Cinart.s  of 

Lemon  Flavor.  Default  deeree  of  eondemnatlon  and  de.strnetion.  (P.  D. 

C.  No.  6700.  Sample  No.  40801-E.) 

This  product  was  deficient  in  lemon  oil  since  it  contained  only  approximately 
9  percent  while  the  label  declared  20  percent. 

On  January  14,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  234  quarts  of  lemon  flavor  at  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
before  December  24,  1940,  by  Francis  H.  Leggett  &  Co.  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  It  was  lal)eled  in  part : 
“Lemon  Flavor  Non-alcoholic.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  nonalcoholic  lemon  fiavor 
containing  less  than  20  percent  of  oil  of  lemon  had  been  substituted  for  non¬ 
alcoholic  lemon  flavor  containing  20  percent  of  oil  of  lemon. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statements,  “Formula :  Oil  of 
lemon  (U.  S.  P.  (by  volume)  )  20  Per  Cent”  and  “'This  lemon  fiavor  has  four 
times  the  flavoring  strength  of  ordinary  commercial  lemon  extracts.  One  tea¬ 
spoonful  of  this  flavor  is  equal  in  strength  to  four  teaspoonfuls  of  commercial 
extract  and  should  be  used  accordingly,”  were  false  and  misleading  since  it  con¬ 
tained  less  than  20  percent  of  oil  of  lemon. 

On  June  5,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8224.  Adulteration  of  ground  blaek  pepper.  U.  S.  v.  4  Barrels  of  Blaek  Pepper. 

Default  decree  of  eondemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6551. 

Sample  No.  90267— E.) 

This  product  contained  rodent  hairs  and  insect  fragments. 

On  December  22,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Mass¬ 
achusetts  filed  a  libel  against  4  barrels  of  black  pepper  at  Malden,  Mass.,  alleg¬ 
ing  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  Sep¬ 
tember  8,  1941,  by  Wood  &  Selick,  Inc.,  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that 
it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  jiart  of  a  filthy  substance ; 
and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might 
have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  i^art :  (Barrels) 
“Favorite  Brand  Black  Pepper.” 

'  On  March  23,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8225.  Misbranfling  of  gelatin.  IT.  S.  v.  22  Cases  of  Gelatin.  Default  decree  of 

condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  5.386.  Sample  No.  60855— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  the  two  envelopes,  each  containing  1  tablespoonful 
of  gelatin,  enclosed  in  the  box  in  which  the  product  was  packaged,  occupied 
only  about  25  percent  of  the  capacity  of  the  box. 
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On  >Augnst  15,  11)41,  tlie  United  Slates  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington  tiled  a  libel  against  22  cases,  each  containing  36  boxes,  of  gelatin 
at  Seattle,  Wasii.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  abont  June  12,  11)41,  by  Jell-Well  Dessert  Co.,  Ltd.,  from  Los  Angeles, 
Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded  in  that  its  container  was  so  made, 
formed,  or  tilled  as  to  be  misleading.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Jell-Well 
Plain  Gelatine.” 

On  March  30,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entei’ed  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 
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PRODUCTS 

li 


N.  .7.  No. 


A.  B.  D.  G.  Capsules _  3221 

Alfalfa  meal _  3023 

Apples _  3076-3078 

dried _ 3159.  31(50 

Apricot  glace -  3200 

Beans _  3081 

wax,  canned -  3100 

Beets,  canned -  3101 

Bevex’ages  and  beverage  materials-  3001-3003 

Blackberries,  canned -  3084-3087 

frozen _  3082 

Brazil  nuts _ 3181-3184 

Butter _  3024-3033 

Cacao  products _  3218-3220 

Cake  and  pastry  flour -  3005 

Candy _ _ _ 13105-3213 

Cereal  products -  3004-3021 

Cheese _  3034—3047 

Cherries,  canned -  3088-3003 

maraschino,  canned _  3093 

Chocolate,  baking -  3219 

flavored  sirup -  3003 

icing _ 3218 

Cocoa _  3220 

Coconut,  shredded _  3192 

Corn,  canned _ 3102-3100 

Cottonseed  screenings -  3022 

Crab  meat -  3057—3061 

Cream _ 3048 

Dairv  products - 3024-3049 

Dates _  3161 

Egg(s) _  3050-3056 

frozen _  3052—3055 

plant  appetizer -  3151 

shell— _ _ _  3050,  3051 

yolk,  dried _  30.56 

Feed _  3022,  3023 

Fish,  canned _  3073-307.5 

and  shellfish,  frozen _  3066-3072 

Fisheries  products -  3057-3075 

Flour _ ^ _  3004-3015 

F'ruit  cocktail,  canned - - : —  8006 

diced  mixed _  3097 

Fruit(sl  and  vegetable(s) -  3076-.316.5 

canned _ 3084-3117 

dried _ 3159-3165 

fresh _  3076-3081 

frozen _ _  3082.  .‘;OH3 

pi'oducts _ 3118—3158 

tomatoes  and  tomato  products-  3114-3148 

Gelatin _ 3225 

Grape  juice _  3001 

punch  base - 3002 

Haddock,  frozen _  3069 

Herring,  frozen _ 3070 

n.  &  H.  Kakolate _  3218 

Horse  and  cattle  meat _ 3179,  3180 

Huckleberries _ 3079 

Ice  cream  cones _  3020 


*  No.  3198,  ])roseculion  contested. 


N.  J.  No. 

Icing,  chocolate -  3218 

fondant _  3217 

.Jams - 3149,  3150 

Jellies _ _ _ ; _ : _  3149  ’ 

Lemon  flavor _ ; _  3223 

Lingon  berries _  3080 

Macaroni  products _ _ _  3019 

Meat  and  meat  products _ 3166-3180 

Milk,  evaporated - —  3049 

•Noodles _  3019 

Nuts  and  nut  products _ - _ 3181-3193 

Olive  oil -  3194 

Oysters -  3062-3065 

Peach-pear  mix,  chopped: _  3099 

and  pear  tidbits -  3098 

Peaches,  canned _  3094,  3095 

dried -  3162 

Peanut  butter _  3193 

Peas,  canned - 3107-3110 

field,  canned - 3109,  3110 

Pecans - 3185-3187 

Pepper,  black _  3224 

sauce - 3152,  3153 

Pickles -  3155 

dill,  slices -  3154 

Popcorn -  3018 

Poultry - 3166-3177 

Preserves _  3149 

Prunes -  3163 

Rabbits _  3178 

Raisins  - 3164,3165 

Relish,  sweet - 3156-3158 

Rice - 3017 

Rye  meal -  3016 

Saccharine  products _  3195-3217 

Salmon,  canned _ :  3073 

Sardines,  canned _  3074 

Seafood,  canned _  3075 

Self-rising  flour -  3004,  3007, 

3012,  301.4,  3015 

Shrimp,  frozen -  3066-3068 

Sirup,  cane  and  corn _  3216 

Spinach,  canned _ 3111,  3112 

'Strawberries,  frozen _  3083 

Sugar -  3214,  3215 

Tanrales,  chicken _ 3021 

Tomato  ketchup.  See  Tomato  (es), 
catsup.  ,  , 

Tomato  (es)  — 

canned - 3114-3117 

catsup -  3118-3132 

juice - ; - 3133,3134 

paste - 3143-3147 

puree - 3119.  3126, 

3130,  3131,  3135-3142 

sauce - 3132,  3148 

Vegetables,  mixed,  canned _ _ : _  3113 

Vitamin  products _  3221,  3222 

Walnuts - : _ 3188-3191 

Wheat  germ _ _  3222 

Whiting,  frozen -  3071,  3072 
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Adams?  County  Creamery  : 

,  butter _  3029 

Agar  Poultry  Corporation  : 

poultry -  3173 

Alva  Roller  Mills  : 

flour _ _  3011 

A.  M.  S.  Packing  Co. : 

tomato  paste -  3147 

Armour  &  Co. : 

butter _  3024 

Cheddar  cheese _ 

cottonseed  screenings -  3022 

tomato  juice -  3133 

Armour  Creameries  : .  _  .  ]  .  i 

Cheddar  cheeSe - 30u37,  3040 

Atlas  Cone  &  Candy  Manufacturing 
Co. : 

ice  cream  cones _  3020 

Aunt  Nellie's  Farm  Kitchen,  Inc.  : 

corn,  canned -  3100 

Ball,  F.  M.,  &  Co.: 

'  peach-pear  mix,  chopped -  3099 

tomato  catsup - - -  3121 

Barker  Canning  Corporation  : 

tomato  juice -  3134 

Baxter  Cheese  Corporation  : 

Swiss  cheese - -  3046 

Berry,  C.  W.  See  Tyler  Candy  Co. 

Bexar  Cheese  Co. : 

Cheddar  cheese -  3035 

Block,  Max,  &  Co.,  Inc. : 

cherries,  canned -  3093 

Bobs  Candy  &  Pecan  Co. : 

candy -  3195 

Bohannon,  O.  W.,  Inc.  : 

spinach,  canned -  3112 

Borden,  S.  S.,  Co. : 

butter _ _ _  3033 

Braverman,  Benjamin  : 

horse  and  cattle  meat - 3179,  3180 

Breakstone  Bros.,  Inc. : 

butter -  o030 

Brown  &  Haley: 

candy _ —  iiziv 

Bulliard,  Ed.  See  Evangeline  Pepper 
&  Food  Products. 

Butterfield  Canning  Co.  : 

tomato  puree -  3136 

California  Walnut  Growers  Associa-i 
tion  : 

walnuts - -  3188 

Carney,  D.  D.,  Candy  Manufacturing 
Co.:  ' 

candy -  3200 

Challenge  Cream  &  Butter  Associa- 


Cheddar  cheese - 3039 

Clear  Lake  Cannery,  Inc. : 

vegetables,  mixed,  canned -  3113 

Colonial  Milling  Co.  : 

wheat  germ -  3222 

Cooper,  Allen  : 

Cheddar  cheese -  3036 

Cora-Texas  Manufacturing  Co.,  Inc. : 

sugar -  3214 

Coulbourn,  N.  R. : 

crab  meat -  3060 

Crisfleld  Packing  Co.: 

oysters -  3063 

Cudahy  Packing  Co.  : 

chickens,  dressed -  3174 

Dasher  Pecan  Co. : 

pecan  pieces _  3185 

Demartini,  L.,  Co. : 

chocolate-flavored  sirup _  3003 


Denison,  H.  S.,  &  Co. : 

apples _ 

Dilling  &  Co.  : 

candy - 

Dillon,  G.  D.  See  Dillon,  George, 
Candy  Co. 

Dillon,  George,  Candy  Co. : 

cand.v - 

Duche.  T.  M.,  &  Sons : 

Brazil  nuts _ 3181, 

Durham  Valley  Mills  Co. : 

cake  and  pastry  flour - 


3076 

3201 

3196 

3182 

3005 


Eagle  Poultry  Co. :  N,  J.  No. 

poultry -  3169 

Edgerton  Creamery  Co. : 

butter -  3030 

Einhorn's,  Inc. : 

spinach,  canned -  3112 

Elmhurst  Packers,  Inc.  : 

tomato  catsup _  3122 

Empire  Packing  Co. : 

raisins -  3165 

Engleson,  M.  O.,  &  Co. : 

apples,  evaporated -  3159 

Esmeralda.  Canning  Co.  : 

corn,  canned _  3102 

Euclid  Candy  Co. : 

candy — ^ -  3202 

Euclid  Candy  .Co.  of  N.  Y.,  Inc. ; 

candy _  3202 

Evangeline  Pepper  &  Food  Products : 

pepper  sauce -  3152 

Fant  Milling  Co.  : 

flour _ _ ^ _  3006 

Farmers  Cooperative  Creamery : 

poidtry -  3175 

Fine  Foods,  Inc. : 

jams -  3150 

First  National  Pickle  Products: 

tomato  catsup  and  puree _ ; _  3119 

Flag  Fish  Co. : 

haddock,  frozen -  3069 

Plandrcaux  Cooperative  Creamery : 

butter _  3031 

Flour  Mills  Co.  of  America  : 

flour _  3011 

Fort  Worth  Poultry  &  Egg  Co. : 

Cheddar  cheese' -  3037 

Portg'ing  Bros.  : 

butter _  3029 

Foster  &  Wood  Canning  Co. : 

fruit  corktail,  canned _  3096 

Fresh  Grown  Preserve  Corporation : 

james.  jellies,  and  preserves _  3149 

Gary,  W.  M.,  Grocery  Co.,  Inc. : 

peas,  canned - - -  3107 

Gatto,  John: 

olive  oil - -  8194 

General  Candy  Co. : 

cand.v _  3211 

General  Grocery  Co. : 

cherries,  canned -  3088 

General  Mills,  Inc, : 

flour - - 3004 

Georgia  Canning  Co..  Inc. : 

peas,  field,  canned - : -  3109 

Globe  Mills  : 

flour _ : - 3008 

Goddard.  Geo.  W..  Co. : 

tomatoes,  canned -  3114 

Good  Canning  Co. : 

spinach,  canned -  3111 

Great  Western  Sugar  Co. : 

f  sugar _  3215 

Greenbaum.  Sam  : 

eggs,  frozen _  3052 

Guggenhime  &  Co. : 

peaches,  dried -  31 62 

raisins _  3164 

Gidf  Crabmeat  Co. : 

crab  meat _  3057 

Haas  Bros.  : 

blackberries,  canned -  3084 

raisins _ 3165 

Halferty,  G,  P.,  &  Co. : 

blackberries,  canned -  3084 

riallren  Poultry  &  Creamery  Co. : 

rabbits _  3178 

Harbor  City  Food  Corporation  : 

tomato  catsup -  3128 

Harcourt,  Greene  Co. : 

peach  and  pear  tidbits -  3098 

Hartmann  Canning  Co.,  Inc. : 

tomato  paste -  3143 

Haxton,  Geo.  W.,  &  Son  : 

beans - -  3081 

Head  Candies,  Inc. : 

candy -  o203 
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Henderson,  L.  C.  Sec  Henderson  Pro- 
♦  duce  Co. 

Henderson  Produce  Co. : 

poultry _ _ _  3160 

Henry  &  Henry,  Inc.  : 

chocolate  icins? _  3218 

Hersey  Cheese  Factory: 

cheese _  3038 

Hershel  California  Fruit  Products  Co., 

Inc.  : 

tomato  paste _  3144 

Hickman  &  Sterling : 

oysters _  3065 

Higson  &  Co. : 

t  Brazil  nuts _  3183 

Hills  Bros.  Co.  : 

dates _ 3161 

Hirsch  Bros.  &  Co. : 

tomato  ketchup _  3123 

Hogan  Milling  Co.  : 

flour _  8009 

Holley  Cannmg  Co.,  luc. : 

tomato  niice _  3133 

Hongkong  Export : 

egg  yolk,  dried _  3056 

Houghland  Packing  Co.  : 

tomato  puree _  3137 

Idaho  Egg  Producers  : 

eggs,  frozen _  3054 

I.  G.  A.  Grocers  Alliance  : 

rice _  3017 

Independent  Grocers  Alliance  Distrib¬ 
utors,  Inc. : 

tomato  sauce _  3148 

Independent  Whse.  Co. : 

apples _  8077 

Interstate  Grocer  Co. : 

rice _  8017 

Iowa  Egg  Co. : 

eggs,  fTOzen _  3055 

James.  F.  T.  : 

herring,  frozen _  3070 

Jell-Well  Dessert  Co.,  Ltd. : 

gelatin _  3225 

Jerome  Cooperative  Creamery ; 

Cheddar  cheese _  8039 

Johnson,  A.  W. : 

walnut  meats -  3190 

Jones,  H.  E.,  &  Co. : 

tomato  catsup _ .* _  8124 

Joslyn,  H.  K.  See  Rochester  Egg  & 
Poultry  Co. 

Kadane  Creamery  : 

.Cheddar  cheesei-"- -  3040 

Karcher,  A.,  Candy  Co. : 

candy- - __gi — ; _ 3197 

Kent  Canning  Co. : 

peas,  field,  canned -  3110 

Kern  Pv)Od  Products  : 

tomato  catsup _  3125 

King  Shrimp  Co.  : 

shrimp,  frozen.. _  3066 

Knight  Packing  Co.  : 

tomato  catsup _ 3118 

Knox  Pickle  &  Preserve  Works  : 

tomato  puree -  3135 

Kramer,  J.  R.  Inc. : 

butter - 3032 

Kroger  Grocery  &  Baking  Co. : 

corn,  canned _  8104 

La  Belle  Creamery  Co.  : 

butter -  3025 

Ladoga  Canning  Co.  : 

tomato  puree -  3138 

Lake  Erie  Canning  Co. : 

tomato  puree  and  catsup _  3119 

Lampman,  J.  T.,  &  Co. : 

rye  meal -  3016 

Land  O’Lakes  Creameries,  Inc.  : 

cheese _  3041 

Lang,  C.  H.  ; 

horse  and  cattle  meat _  3180 

l.angdon  Creamery  Co.  : 

butter _ 3028 

Lankford,  V.  S.,  &  Co.  : 

crab  meat _  3061 


Larsen  Co.  :  N.  J.  No. 

wax  beans,  canned _ : _  3100 

La  Sierra  Heights  Canning  Co.,  Inc.  : 

tomato  paste _  3147 

Lawton  Produce  Co.  : 

sweet  relish _  3156 

Leggett,  F.  11.,  &  Co.  Sec  Leggett, 

Francis  H.,  &  Co. 

Leggett,  Francis  H.,  &  Co.  : 

cocoa _  3220 

corn,  canned _ 3102,  3103 

lemon  flavor _  3223 

'  sardines,  canned _  3074 

I  tomato  puree _ 3119,  3139,  3141 

Lewis,  Sam  : 

shrimp,  frozen _  3067 

Litteral  Canning  Co.  : 

blackberries,  canned _  3085 

Lloyd,  B. : 

pecan  meats _ 3180 

Loudon  Packing  Co. : 

tomato  catsup _  3120 

Lovelace  Candy  Co.  : 

candy _  3204 

Loveland  Canning  Co. : 

cherries,  canned _  3089 

Loy,  Carlton  : 

cream. _  3048 

Magnetic  Products  : 

jelly _  3149 

Manteca  Canning  Co.  : 

tomatoes  and  tomato  paste - 3116,  3145 

Mart,  H.  A.,  Grocery  Co.  : 

tomato  puree -  3140 

Marshall  Canning  Co.  of  Texas  : 

beets,  canned _  3101 

Marshall  Food  Products  Co.  : 

beets,  canned _  3101 

Marshall  Kirby  &  Co. : 

eggs,  frozen. -  3053 

Martin  Candy  Co.  : 

candy - ^  3198 

Mason  Canning  Co.  : 

peas,  canned -  3107 

May  Food  Stores  : 

pecans  g _  3187 

May,  L.  C.  See  Mountain  Valley  Pro¬ 
duce. 

McPhail,  Russell : 

candy _  3205 

Meadors  Manufacturing  Co. : 

candy -  3206 

Meaker,  C.  G.,  Co.,  Inc. :  ^ 

tomato  catsup -  3119 

Midfle’d  Packers  : 

huctkleberries -  3079 

Minnesota  Creamery  Co. : 

butter. -  3029 

Minnesota  Dairy  Co.*  Inc. : 

butter -  8027 

Morgan  Packing  Co.  : 

tomato  products _ 3126,  3127 

Mountain  Valley  Produce  : 

shell  eggs _  3050 

M.  &  R.  Trading  Co.  : 

dill  pickle  slices - - - 

sweet  relish -  3157 

Mukai  &  Son  : 

strawberries,  frozen _  8083 

Muskatell,  Jack.  See  Muskatell, 

Morris.  &  Sons. 


Muskatell.  Morris.  See  Muskatell, 


Mma-is,  &  Sons. 

Muskatell,  Morris,  &  Sons : 

salmon,  canned _  3073 

Musselman,  C.  H..  Co.  : 

cherries,  canned _  3092 

National  Fruit  Canning  Co.  : 

blackberries,  frozen _  3082 

National  Retailer-Owned  Grocers, 

Inc. : 

flour _  3010 

National  Tea  Co.  : 

tomato  catsup _  3120 

Nelson  Canning  Co.  : 

grane  juice _  3001 


^  I’rosecution  contested. 
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Newell  &  Trnesdell  Co.  :  in.  J.  JNo. 

tomato  catsup  and  puree _  8119 

Nick’s  Produce  Co.  : 

butter _ _ _  3032 

Nomis  Corporation  : 

seafood,  canned _  3075 

Norris,  Ivy  : 

cane  and  corn  sirup -  321G 

Norris,  Wm.  ; 

cane  and  corn  sirup _  321G 

Northwest  Poultry  &  Dairy  Products 
Co.  : 

eggs,  frozen -  3054 

Ocono  Co.  : 

fruit  cocktail,  canned _  309G 

O’Donnell-Usen  Fisheries : 

whiting,  frozen _ 8071 

Onley,  W,  T.,  Canning  Co.  : 

tomatoes  canned _  3115 

Op’er.  E.  &  A.,  Inc. : 

baking  chocolate -  3219 

Orringer  Pickle  Co. : 

sweet  relish _ _ _  3158 

Osweao  Jelly  Co.  : 

jams -  3150 

Oyster  Bay  Oyster  Co. : 

oysters -  30G2 

Packard  Flour  Mills  Co. : 

flour - -  3010 

Pai  isian  Candy  Co.  : 

candy -  3207 

Parkin  Bros. : 

cheese - 3042 

Parsons  Produce  Co. ; 

poultry -  817G 

Paulus  Bros.  Packing  Co. : 

blackberries,  canned _  3086 

Pa  til  y  &  Pauly  Cheese  Co. : 

Cheddar  cheese -  3043 

Pet  Milk  Sales  Corporation : 

milk,  evaporated _  3049 

Pine  Bluff  Cotton  Oil  Mill : 

cottonseed  screenings _  3022 

Plantation  Extract  Corporation  : 

cocoa -  3220 

Producers’  Canning  Co.  : 

cherries,  canned _  3090 

Progressive  Fillet  Co.  : 

whiting,  frozen _  3072 

Progressive  Fish  Co.  : 

whiting,  frozen _  3072 

Pul  is.  D.  J.,  Co.  : 

fruit  cocktail,  canned _  309G 

Pure  Food  Products,  Inc. : 

coconut,  shredded _  3192 

Pure  Sugar  Cane  Products  : 

cane  and  corn  sirup -  3216 

Quaker  Oats  Co. : 


Radcliffe’s  Soya  Products : 

candy _  3212 

Radloff,  M.  P.  E.,  &  Sons  :  * 

Limhurger  cheese _  3047 

Railton,  B.  A.,  Co.  : 

tomato  catsup -  3120 

Rawl.  W.  P.  : 

peaches,  canned _  3094 

Rhodegard,  O.  N.  See  Langdon 
Creamery  Co. 

Richmond-Chase  Co.  : 

peaches,  canned -  3095 

Riegel,  H.  K.  : 

cake  and  pastry  flour _  8005 

Rinaldi,  G.  : 

tonrato  paste _  3146 

Rinaldi,  Soc.  Au, : 

tomato  paste - 8146 

Roch,  J.  J.  : 

cheese _  3044 

Roche,  W,  E,,  Fruit  Co.  : 

apples -  3078 

Rochester  Egg  &  Poultry  Co.  : 

poultry -  3167 

Rockfleld  Canning  Co. : 

corn,  canned -  3104 


N.  J.  No. 

Rocky  Mountain  Packing  Corpora¬ 
tion  : 

tomato  puree _  8140 

Rogol  Distinbutors,  Inc. : 

egg  yolk,  dried -  3056 

Royal  Canning  Corporation  ; 

tomatoes,  canned _  3114 

Royale  Popcorn  Co.,  Inc. : 

popcorn -  3018 

Rudolf,  L..  &  Co. : 

eggs,  frozen -  8055 

Ruff,  H.  M..  &  Sons  : 

corn,  canned _ 3105 

Rutstein,  Isadore  B. ; 

shell  eggs - : _  3051 

Rykoff,  S.  E..  &  Co.: 

tomato  catsop _  3128 

Ryley  Wilson  Grocer  Co. : 

tomato  catsup _  8127 

Salem  County  Canners,  Inc. : 

tomato  puree _  3141 

Sansone  Food  Products  Co. : 

tomatoes,  canned — -  3116 

Sasso,  A. : 

olive  oil _  3194 

Saunders  MiPs,  Inc. : 

alfalfa  meal _  3023 

Saxonv  Mills  : 

flour _  3007 

Scandia  Commercial  Co. : 

lingon  berries _  3080 

Schloss  &  Kahn  : 

beans -  3081 

Schuckl  &  Co..  Inc. : 

peach  and  pear  tidbits _  3098 

Scottsburg  Canning  Co.  : 

tomato  catsup- _ _ _  3126 

Sebring.  O.  A.  See  Tyler  Candy  Co. 

Sessions  Co.,  Inc.  : 

peanut  butter _  3193 

Shriver,  B.  F..  Co. : 

corn,  canned -  S'*  06 

peas,  canned _ 3108 

Silzle,  E.  A.,  Corporation  : 

grape  punch  base _  3002 

Sims,  W.  W.  : 

walnut  meats _  3190 

Skinner  Manufacturing  Co. : 

noodles _  3019 

South  Coast  Corporation  : 

sugar _  3215 

Southern  Butter  Co.  : 

butter _ 3033 

Specialty  Candy  Co. : 

candy _  3208 

Spencer  Packing  Co.  : 

blackberries,  canned _  3087 

Sprague,  Warner  &  Co, ; 

tomato  puree _  3135 

Sprinkle,  Clarence.  See  Sprinkle  Sea¬ 
food  Co. 

Sprinkle  Seafood  Co. : 

crab  meat -  3058 

Stanard-Tilton  ^Milling  Co, : 

flour _  3013 

Stanchfield  Creamery  Co. : 

Cheddar  cheese _  3045 

Standard  Brands,  Inc.  : 

pickles _  3155 

Standard  Wholesale  Co.  : 

blackberries,  canned -  3087 

Stanley,  .1.,  &  Co. : 

nuts,  mixed - - -  3184 

Star  Fish  &  Oyster  Co.  : 


shrimp,  frozen _ _ _  3068 

Sterling  Food  Products,  Inc.  : 

tomato  catsup -  3120 

Sterling  Sugar  Sales  Corporation  : 

sugar _  3215 

Stern  Fish  Co. : 

haddock,  frozen _  3069 

Stidd’s,  Inc.  : 

chicken  tamales -  3021 
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Stokely  Bros.  &  Co.,  Iiic.  : 

tomato  products.. _ _  3129.  3130 

Stuelpuagol  Produce  &  Storage  Co., 

Inc. : 

poultry _  3176 

Sun  Distributing  Co.,  Inc.: 

pr<*serves _  3149 

Suppiger,  G.  S.,  Co.  : 

tomato  puree  and  catsup -  3131 

Swett,  W.  S.  *SVe  Knox  Pickle  &  Pre¬ 
serve  Works. 

Swift  &  Co. : 

poultry _ 3168 

Tacoma  Grocery  Co.  : 

tomato  catsup _  3125 

Tacoma  Ice  Co.  : 

blackberries,  fi'ozen -  3082 

Taylor,  H.  P.,  .Tr.,  Inc.: 

peas,  canned _  3107 

Thompson,  W.  E.  See  Thompson, 

W.  E.,  Oyster  Co. 

Thompson,  W.  E.,  Oyster  Co. : 

crab  meat _  3059 

Tobian,  Louis,  &  Co.  : 

cottonseed  s*  reenings -  3022 

Tomlinson,  S.  V.  : 

apples,  dried _  3160 

Torn  &  Glasser  : 

walnut  meats -  3189 

Trappey’s,  B,  P.,  Sons,  Inc.  : 

pepper  sauce -  3153 

Travers  Bros.  : 

oysters _  3064 

Tull,  11.  P.,  &  Co.  : 

tomatoes,  canned _  3117 

Tyler  Candy  Co. : 

candy -  3199 

Uco  Food  Corporation  : 

corn,  canned _  3105 

Uddo-Taormina  Corporation  : 

egg  plant  appetizer -  3151 

tomato  paste -  3147 

Udell.  .Jacob  : 

poultry -  3169 


N.  J.  No. 


Vagim  Packing  Co.  : 

prunes _  3163 

Val  Vita  Food  Products,  Inc.  : 


Vienna  Extract  Co.  : 

fruit,  diced  mixed _ 3097 

Vilas  &  Co.  : 

chickens,  dressed - 3177 

Vincennes  Packing  Corporation  : 

tomato  puree _ _ _  3142 

Wallace,  H.  M.  See  Gulf  Crabmeat 
Co. 

Walton,  Rice  Mill,  Inc.: 

rice  _ _ 3017 

Watkins,  Warren  : 

candy -  3213 

VVenk  Bros.  : 

poultry _ 3176 

Western  Star  Mill  Co. : 

flour - 3014 

Western  Sugar  Reflnei’y  : 

sugar _  3215 

Westfield  Planters  Cooperative  Fruit 
I'roducts,  Inc.  : 

cherries,  canned -  3091 

Wilson  &  Co.  : 

butter _ - _ _ _  3026 

poultiy _ 3170-3172 

Winorr  Canning  Co.  : 

wax  beans,  canned _  3100 

Wood  &  Selick,  Inc.  : 

apricot  glace -  3209 

fondant  icing - - -  3217 

pepper,  black -  3224 

Wy.ie  &  Son  : 

walnut  meats _  3191 

Yukon  Mill  &  Grain  Co.  : 

flour _  3015 

Zenith-Godley  Co. : 

butter _  3028 

Zimmer  &  Dunkak,  Inc.  : 

butter _  3027 
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BEVERAGES  AND  BEVERAGE  MATERIALS 


3220.  Adulteration  of  grrape  juice.  U.  S.  v,  200  Cases  of  Grape  Juice.  Consent 
decree  off  condemn.'vtion.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be 
relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6663.  Sample  No.  73486-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  added  water. 

On  January  6,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Oklahoma  filed  a  libel  against  200  cases,  each  containing  12  bottles,  of  grape 
juice  at  El  Reno,  Okla.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  November  11,  1941,  by  El  Reno  Wholesale  Grocery  Co. 
from  Springdale,  Ark. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated.  It  was  labeled  in 
part :  “Contents  One  Quart  Steele’s  Pure  Concord  Grape  Juice  Packed  For  Steele 
Canning  Co.  Springdale  Ark.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  water  had  been  substituted  in 
part  for  grape  juice ;  and  in  that  water  had  been  added  thereto  so  as  to  increase 
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its  bulk  or  weight,  reduce  its  quality  or  strength,  or  make  it  appear  better  or  of 
greater  value  than  it  was. 

On  March  21,  1942,  Steele  Canning  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allega¬ 
tions  of  the  libel,  judgement  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was 
ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration. 

Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  imitation  fruit  juices.  U.  S.  v.  4  Cases  of 
Imitation  Fruit  Juices.  Default  decree  of  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6726. 
Sample  No.  17366-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  these  products  contained  mold ;  and  that  they  con¬ 
sisted  of  sweetened  water,  artificially  flavored  and  colored  to  simulate  the 
flavor  and  color  of  cherry,  lime,  grape,  and  orange  juices.  Little  or  no  fruit  juice 
was  found. 

On  January  24,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Utah  filed 
a  libel  against  4  cases,  each  containing  20  cartons  of  120  bottles  each,  of  imita¬ 
tion  fruit  juices  at  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been  ’ 
shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  September  19,  1941,  by  Texas  Wax 
Goods  Co.  from  Fort  Worth,  Tex. ;  and  charging  that  they  were  adulterated  and 
misbranded.  They  were  labeled  in  part:  (Display  card  enclosed  in  wholesale 
carton)  “l^J  Nip  and  Chew  Imitation  Fruit-Juices  Cherry  Lime  Grape  Orange.” 

The  articles  were  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted  in  whole  or  i 
in  part  of  decomposed  substances. 

They  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  prominent  designation 
“Fruit-Juices  Cherry  Lime  Grape  Orange”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied 
to  imitation  cherry,  imitation  lime,  imitation  grape,  and  imitation  orange  juices, 
and  was  not  corrected  by  the  inconspicuous  word  “Imitation”  appearing  on  the 
label;  and  (2)  in  that  they  were  imitations  of  other  foods  and  their  labels  failed 
to  bear,  in  type  of  uniform  size  and  prominence,  the  word  “imitation”  and  immedi¬ 
ately  thereafter  the  name  of  the  food  imitated. 

On  March  7,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  was  entered 
ordering  that  the. products  be  destroyed. 

CEREAL  PRODUCTS 

FLOUR 

3228.  Adulteration  of  cake  and  pastry  flour.  U.  S.  v.  .'JO  Bags  of  Flour.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6716.  Sample  No. 
84235-E.) 

This  product  contained  rodent  excreta,  rodent  hairs,  and  insect  fragments. 

On  January  15,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  50  bags  of  flour  at  Long  Island  City,  N.  Y., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
December  19  and  26,  1941,  by  the  Durham  Valley  Mills  from  Durham,  Pa. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  filthy 
substance,  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby 
it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : 
(Tag)  “Colonial  Country  Maid  Cake  and  Pastry  Flour.” 

On  April  10,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3229.  Adulteration  of  rye  flour,  rye  meal,  and  buckwheat  flour.  IT.  S.  v,  35  Bags 

of  Rye  Flour  (and  5  additional  seizure  actions  against  similar  products). 
Default  decrees  of  condemnation.  Portions  of  products  ordered  dis¬ 
tributed  to  Federal  correctional  institutions  for  use  as  bog  feed;  re¬ 
mainder  ordered  sold  to  foundries  for  technical  use.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6058, 
6277,  6295,  6678,  6695,  6785.  Sample  Nos.  74060-E,  74880-E,  74889-E,  84846-E, 
84850-E,  84884-E.) 

The  buckwheat  flour,  buckwheat  and  wheat  flour,  and  rye  meal  contained 
one  or  more  of  various  kinds  of  filth  such  as  rodent  hairs,  insect  fragments,  or 
rodent  excreta.  The  rye  flour  had  been  stored  under  insanitary  conditions  and 
was  contaminated  by  rodent  filth. 

Between  October  30,  1941,  and  January  80,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney 
for  the  District  of  Connecticut  filed  libels  against  35  98-pound  bags  of  flour  at 
Hartford,  14  98-pound  bags  of  rye  meal  at  New  Haven,  13  98-pound  bags  of  rye 
meal  at  Bridgeport,  4  125-pound  bags  of  buckw^heat  and  wheat  flour  and  21  100-  • 
pound  bags  of  buckwheat  flour  at  Milford,  and  7  125-pound  sacks  of  buckwheat 
flour  at  Waterbury,  Conn.,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  April  22,  1941,  to  on  or 
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about  January  12,  1942,  by  J.  T.  Lainpma'n  &  Co.  from  Claverack,  N.  Y. ;  and 
charging  that  they  were  adulterated.  Portions  were  labeled  in  part:  (Bags) 
“Pure  White  Patent  Imperial  Rye  Flour,”  or  “Red  Mills  Fancy  Rye  Meal.” 
Other  portions  were  uniabeled. 

One  lot  of  the  rye  flour  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  had  been  held 
under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with 
filth.  The  remaining  products  were  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted 
in  whole  or  in  part  of  filthy  substances. 

On  December  19,  1941,  April  27,  28,  29,  and  May  4,  1942,  no  claimant  having 
appeared,  judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the 
rye  flour  and  meal  be  distributed  to  Federal  correctional  institutions  for  use  as 
hog  feed  and  that  the  remaining  products  be  sold  to  foundries  for  technical  use. 

Nos.  3230  to  3237  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  flour  that  had  been 
shipped  in  interstate  commerce  and  was  in  interstate  commerce  at  the  time  of 
examination,  at  which  time  it  was  found  to  be  insect-infested.  In  most  instances 
the  time  of  infestation  was  not  determined. 

3230.  Adulteration  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  83  Bag's  of  Flour.  Default  decree  of  con¬ 

demnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6100.  Sample  No.  49632— E.) 

On  October  28,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Louisiana  filed  a  libel  against  83  98-pound  bags  of  flour  at  New  Iberia,  La.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  September  8, 
1941,  by  the  Alva  Roller  Mills  from  Alva,  Okla. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adul¬ 
terated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  arti¬ 
cle  was  labeled  in  part:  “Honey  Bee  Flour.” 

On  April  10,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3231.  Adulteration  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  61  Sacks  of  Flour  Consent  decree  of  con¬ 

demnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  for  denaturing.  (P.  D.  C. 

No.  5946.  Sample  No.  35805-E.) 

On  October  6,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Louisiana  filed  a  libel  against  61  48-pound  sacks  of  flour  at  Monroe,  La., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
June  7  and  July  2,  1941,  by  Burrus  Mill  &  Elevator  Co.  from  Fort  Worth,  Tex. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part 
of  a  filthy  substance. 

On  March  31,  1942,  Ritchie  Grocer  Co.,  Ltd.,  Monroe,  La.,  claimant,  having 
consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and 
the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  brought 
into  compliance  with  the  law  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration.  It  was  denatured  and  disposed  of  for  industrial  use. 

3232.  Adulteration  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  518  Bags  of  Flour.  Consent  decree  of  con¬ 

demnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  for  denaturing.  (P.  D. 

C.  No.  5934.  Sample  Nos.  35806-E,  35807-E,  35808-E.) 

On  October  6,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Louisiana  filed  a  libel  against  322  Ifi-pound  bags,  108  48-pound  bags,  and  88 
20-pound  bags  of  flour  at  Monroe,  La.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  February  8  to  on 
or  about  September  12,  1941,  by  General  Mills,  Inc.,  from  Wichita  Falls,  Tex. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part 
of  a  filthy  substance.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Fancy  Patent  Pure  Gold 
Flour” ;  “Express  Bleached  Self-Rising  Flour” ;  or  “Express  Flour.” 

On  March  31,  1942,  Ritchie  Grocer  Co.,  Ltd.,  Monroe,  La.,  claimant,  having  con¬ 
sented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  brought  into  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  law  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
It  was  denatured  and  disposed  of  for  industrial  use. 

3233.  Adulteration  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  375  Sacks  of  Flour.  Consent  decree  of 

condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  denatured. 

(P.  D.  C.  No.  6261.  Sample  No.  61178-E.) 

On  or  about  November  19,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western 
District  of  Washington  filed  a  libel  against  375  49-pound  sacks  of  flour  at 
Seattle,  Wash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  May  14,  1941,  by  Montana  Flour  Mills  Co.  from  Bozeman, 
Mont. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part 
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of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Ceretana  Flour  Bleached.” 

On  January  9.  1942,  the  Washington  Co-Operative  Egg  &  Poultry  Associa¬ 
tion,  Seattle,  Wash.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel, 
judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released 
under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  converted  into  animal  feed  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 

3234.  Acliilteralioji  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  59  of  l^lour.  Default  deeree  of  condem¬ 

nation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No  5051.  Sample  No.  5.3741— E.) 

On  October  8,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Arizona 
filed  a  libel  against  59  4S-pound  bags  of  flour  at  Winslow,  Ariz.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commei'ce  on  oi-  about  June  12,  1941,  by 
Sperry  Flour  Co.  from  Ogden,  Utah ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that 
it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part:  “Sperry  Drifted  Snow  Enriched  Flour.” 

On  February  27.  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3235.  Adjilteration  of  flour.  I'.  S.  v.  10  liag'.s,  22  Bag's,  45  Bag.s,  and  14  Ba^!^  of 

Flour.  Default  decree  of  condeinnalion  and  dc.struetion.  (F.  D.  0.  No. 

(5539.  Sample  No.  f)T507-E.) 

On  December  17,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Missouri  filed  a  libel  against  10  48-pound  bags,  45  24-pound  bags,  22  10-pound 
bags,  and  14  5-pound  bags  of  flour  at  St.  Louis,  INlo.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  December  1,  1941,  by  Washburn 
Crosby  Co.  from  ;Madison,  Ill.;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  sul)stance.  The  article  was  labeled  in 
part:  (Bags)  “Washburn’s  Gold  Medal  *  *  *  Flour.” 

On  February  11,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

323<>.  Aclulteraiiou  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  23  Bag-.s,  131  Bags,  224  Bags,  68  Bags,  123 
Bags,  and  70  Bags  of  Flour.  Cousent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product 
ordered  released  under  floitd  for  segregsition  and  denaturing  or  destruc¬ 
tion  of  unfit  portion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5784.  Sample  Nos.  674GS— E  and  67469— E.) 

On  September  20,  1941,  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Arkansas  filed  a  libel  against  639  bags  of  flour  at  Blytlieville,  Ark.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  March  29,  May 
13,  and  July  5,  1941,  by  the  Wilson  Flour  Mills  from  Wilson,  Kans. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  and/or  in  part  of 
a  fllthy,  putrid,  decomposed  substance  and  was  otherwise  unfit  for  food.  It  was 
labeled  in  part:  “Bleached  [or  “Self-Rising”]  Old  Trail  Flour.” 

On  February  24,  1942,  A.  S.  Barboro  &  Co.,  Blytheville,  Ark.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and 
the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  the  good  portion 
be  segregated  from  the  bad  and  the  latter  denatured  or  destroyed,  all  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Federal  Security  Agency. 

3237.  Adulteration  of  pastry  flour.  U.  S.  v.  lO  Bags  of  Flour.  Default  decree  of 
condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6858.  Sample  No.  90311— E.) 

On  February  13,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massa¬ 
chusetts  filed  a  libel  against  10  98-pound  bags  of  flour  at  Boston,  Mass.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  August  5, 
1941,  by  Collins  Flour  Mills,  Inc.,  from  Portland,  Oreg. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Igleheart’s  Pastry  Flour  *  *  *  Packed 

for  Igleheart  Brothers  Incorporated  Evansville,  Indiana.” 

On  April  21,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

MISCELLANEOUS 


3238.  Adulteration  of  corn  meal.  U.  8.  v.  38  Bag.s,  200  Bags,  and  215  Bags  of 
Corn  Meal.  Decrees  of  condemnation.  Portion  of  product  ordered  re¬ 
leased  under  bond  to  be  denatured;  remainder  ordered  destroyed.  (F.  D. 

C.  Nos.  6598,  6832.  Sample  Nos.  37597-E,  82031-E,  82032-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  contaminated  with  filtli,  such 
as  insect  fragments,  rodent  excreta  fragments,  and  rodent  hair  fragments. 
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On  December  27,  1941,  and  February  9,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for 
the  Southern  District  of  Georgia  filed  libels  against  453  96-pound  bags  of  corn 
meal  at  Savannah,  Ga.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstiite 
commerce  on  or  about  December  10,  1941,  and  January  27  and  29,  1942,  by  the 
Bishopville  Milling  Co.  from  Bishoijville,  S.  C. ;  and  chai-ging  that  it  was  adulter¬ 
ated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  .of  a  filthy  sui»stance.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part :  “Pee  Dee  Unbolted  Corn  Meal.” 

On  January  29,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  corn  meal  shipped 
on  or  about  December  10,  1941,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  destroyed.  On  IMarch  6,  1942,  Bishopville  Milling  Co., 
claimant  for  the  corn  meal  shipped  on  or  about  January  27  and  29,  1942,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered 
and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  denatured  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3239.  Adulteration  of  cookies.  11.  S.  v.  11  Cases,  7  Cases,  fi  Cases,  and  17  Cases 
of  Cookies.  Default  decrees  of  coiKlemnatioii  and  destruction.  ( F,  D.  C. 
Nos.  6997,  7048.  Sample  Nos.  74761-B  to  74763-E,  incl.,  89064-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  contaminated  with  filth,  such 
as  rodent  hair  fragments,  hairs  resembling  cat  hairs,  and  metal  fragments. 

On  March  9  and  18,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New 
Jersey  filed  libels  against  24  cases  of  cookies  at  Paterson,  N.  J.,  and  17  cases  of 
cookies  at  West  New  York,  N.  J.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  in¬ 
terstate  commerce  on  or  about  February  6  and  18,  1942,  by  Consumers  Biscuit 
Co.,  Inc.,  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  pre¬ 
pared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated 
with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Raisin  [or  “Sugar”]  Cookies,” 
“Iced  Spiced  Jumbles,”  or  “Fig  Bars.” 

On  April  23,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  condemnation 
were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

FEED 

3240.  Mi.sbrandiiig  of  mixed  feed.  U.  S.  v.  Ada  Milling:  Co.  Plea  of  g-uilty.  Fine, 

$50.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  5546.  Sample  No.  17344-E.) 

This  product  contained  less  crude  protein  and  crude  fat  and  more  crude  fiber 
than  the  amounts  declared. 

On  December  31,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Oklahoma  filed  an  information  against  the  Ada  Milling  Co.,  a  corporation,  Ada, 
Okla.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  March  31,  1941  from  the  State  of  Oklahoma 
into  the  State  of  Texas  of  a  quantity  of  mixed  feed  that  was  misbranded.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part:  ‘TOO  Lbs.  (Net)  Full-Fodder  Brand  Mixed  Feed.” 

It  was  allegd  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statements  “Guaranteed  Analysis : 
Crude  Protein,  not  less  than  11.00% ;  Crude  Pat,  not  less  than  2.507o ;  Crude 
Fiber,  not  more  than  14.00%,”  displayed  on  the  tag,  were  false  and  misleading 
since  it  contained  not  more  than  5.53  percent  of  crude  protein,  not  more  than 
1  percent  of  crude  fat,  and  not  less  than  22.04  percent  of  crude  fiber. 

On  May  4,  1942,  a  plea  of  guilty  was  entered  on  behalf  of  the  defendant  and 
the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $50. 

3241.  Misbranding  of  cottonseed  cake.  fj.  S.  v.  Traders  Oil  Mill  Co.  Plea  of 

guilty.  Fine,  .$75.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6644.  Sample  Nos.  25367— E,  253G8-E.) 

Analysis  showed  that  this  product  was  deficient  in  protein. 

On  March  26,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Texas  filed  an  information  against  Ti'aders  Oil  Mill  Co.,  a  corporation.  Port 
Worth,  Tex.,  alleging  shipment  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  January  12, 
1941,  from  the  State  of  Texas  into  the  State  of  Kansas  of  a  quantity  of  the  above- 
named  product  which  was  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Tag) 
“Wesco  Brand  Prime  Cottonseed  Meal  or  Cake  100  Pounds  Net  *  *  *  Western 

Feeders  Supply  Co.” 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  “Protein,  not  less  than 
.43%,”  appearing  on  the  tag,  was  false  and  misleading  since  it  contained  less 
than  43  percent,  namely,  not  more  than  40.5G  percent  of  protein. 

On  March  26,  1942,  a  plea  of  guilty  was  entered  on  behalf  of  the  defendant 
and  a  fine  of  $75  was  imposed  by  the  court. 
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3242.  Misbrantllngr  of  alfalfa  leaf  meal.  U.  S.  v.  237  Sacks  of  Alfalfa  Leaf  Meal. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond 
to  be  relabeled.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6869,  Sample  No.  4666— D.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  less  protein  and  more  fiber 
and  ash  than  the  amounts  declared  on  the  label. 

On  February  14,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  Wisconsin  filed  a  libel  against  237  100-pound  sacks  of  alfalfa  leaf  meal  at 
Blair,  Wis.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  December  1,  1941,  by  Northrup,  King  Co.  from  Minneapolis,  Minn. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Tag)  “Peevee 
Alfalfa  Leaf  Meal  *  ♦  *  Made  By  Pecos  Valley  Alfalfa  Mill  Co.  Chandler, 

Arizona.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  “Protein 
.  .  .  20%  *  *  ♦  Fibre  .  .  .  18%  *  *  *  j^ot  more  than  .  .  .  12%” 

was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  contained  less  protein 
and  more  fiber  and  ash  than  was  stated  in  the  labeling. 

On  March  24,  1942,  Pecos  Valley  Alfalfa  Milling  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

DAIRY  PRODUCTS 

BUTTER 

Nos.  3243  to  3248  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  butter  that  con¬ 
tained  mold. 

3243.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  17  Boxes  and  3  Tubs  of  Butter.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6381.  Sample  Nos. 
54160-E,  54161-E,) 

On  November  22,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  17  30-pound  boxes  and  3  63-pound  tubs  of  butter 
at  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  Novenaber  6,  1941,  by  the  Beatrice  Creamery  Co.  from 
Galesburg,  Ill. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  or  decomposed  animal  substance.  A  portion  of  the 
article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Rolls  in  17  boxes)  “Red  Clover  Brand  Butter,  1  lb. 
Net  Roll.”  The  tubs  were  unlabeled. 

On  April  8,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed.  Subsequently  the  butter 
was  sold  by  the  United  States. marshal  for  rendering  purposes. 

3244.  Adulteratiou'of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  72  Cubes  and  33  Cubes  of  Butter.  Consent 

decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be 
reconditioned.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6967.  Sample  No.  23884— E.) 

On  March  4,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
California  filed  a  libel  against  105  cubes,  each  containing  68  pounds,  of  butter  at 
San  Francisco,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  June  9,  1941,  by  Farmers  Equity  Co-op  Creamery  from 
Denver,  Colo. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole 
or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  or  decomposed  substance  or  was  otherwise  unfit  for 
food. 

On  March  4,  1942,  Swift  &  Co.,  claimant,  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a 
decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered 
released  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned.  Subsequently  the  butter  was  disposed 
of  for  use  in  the  manufacture  of  soap. 

3245.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  88  Tubs  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of 

condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  converted 
into  soap  stock.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  5861.  Sample  No.  56960— E.) 

On  September  10,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  88  63-pound  tubs  of  butter  at  New  York,  N.  Y., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
September  1,  1941,  by  Roanoke  Dairy  &  Ice  Cream  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Roanoke  Va.  ;* 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy,  putrid,  or  decomposed  substance. 

On  October  9,  1941,  Roanoke  Dairy  &  Ice  Cream  Co.,  Inc.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and 
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the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  It  be  rendered 
inmediately  or  denatured  into  soap  stock  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration. 

3246.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  200  Cases  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of 
1  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  converted 

j  into  refined  butter  oil.  '  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7102.  Sample  No.  87853— E.) 

I  On  March  10,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Maryland 
filed  a  libel  against  200  cases  containing  a  total  of  6,385  pounds  of  butter  at 
Baltimore,  Md.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  alM)ut  March  3,  1942,  by  the  Wm.  Schluderberg-T.  J.  Kurdle  Co.  from 
Baltimore,  Md.,  to  the  Commissary,  Fort  Eustis,  Va.,  and  that  subsequently  it 
!  had  been  returned ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  or  decomposed  animal  substance.  A  portion  of  the 
:  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cartons)  “Esskay  Quality  Food  Products”; 

(wrappers)  “Meramec  Farms  Brand  Country  Style  Butter.” 
i  On  March  27,  1942,  Sugar  Creek  Creamery  Co.,  claimant,  having  consented  to 
j  the  entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  converted  into  refined 
'  butter  oil  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

;  3247.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  117  Cartons  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of 

'  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  converted 

(  into  refined  butter  oil.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7101.  Sample  No.  1031— E.) 

j  On  March  10,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Maryland 
!  filed  a  libel  against  117  cartons  containing  a  total  of  3,725  pounds  of  butter  at 
Baltimore,  Md.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
I  on  or  about  January  10,  1942,  by  Sugar  Creek  Creamery  Co.  from  Louisville,  Ky. ; 

'  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of 
a  decomposed  animal  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Wrappers) 
“Meramec  Farms  Brand  Country  Style  Butter.” 

On  March  10,  1942,  Sugar  Creek  Creamery  Co.,  claimant,  having  consented  to 
the  entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  uudei*  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  converted  into  refined 
'  butter  oil  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

'  3248.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  40  Tubs  of  Butter.  Default  decree  of 

condemnation  and  destruction.  Decree  amended  to  permit  manufactur¬ 
ing:  product  into  butter  oil.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5718.  Sample  No.  57703-B.) 

Samples  of  this  product  were  found  to  be  decomposed  and  other  samples  were 
found  to  be  deficient  in  milk  fat. 

On  or  about  August  18,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western 
District  of  Arkansas  filed  a  libel  against  40  tubs  of  butter  at  Fort  Smith,  Ark., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
June  1  and  16  and  July  7,  1941,  by  Tahiequah  Ice,  Ice  Cream  &  Bottling  Co. 
from  Tahiequah,  Okla. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated.  It  was  labeled 
in  part:  “Creamery  Butter  The  Peter  Fox  Sons  Co.  Distributors  Chicago  Ill.” 

A  portion  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part 
of  a  filthy,  putrid,  and  decomposed  substance.  The  remainder  was  alleged  to  be 
adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent,  milk  fat,  had  been  in  whole  or  in  part 
omitted  or  abstracted  therefrom. 

On  February  13, 1912,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed.  On  February  20,  1942,  on 
petition  of  the  Tahiequah  Ice,  Ice  Cream  &  Bottling  Co.,  an  order  was  entered 
amending  the  decree  to  permit  release  of  the  product  under  bond  for  reprocessing 
and  reconditioning  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
The  product  was  converted  into  butter  oil. 

Nos.  3249  to  325  7  report  actions  based  on  interstate  shipments  of  butter 
that  was  deficient  in  milk  fat. 

3249.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  Axel  E.  Borglum,  Jobii  A.  Knudsen,  and 
Ed>vin  Knudsen  (Center  Milk  Products  Co.).  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $100 
and  costs.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5551.  Sample  No.  62212— E.) 

On  December  31,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  Missouri  filed  an  information  against  Axel  E.  Borglum,  John  A.  Knudsen, 
and  Edwin  Knudsen,  copartners  trading  as  Center  Milk  Products  Co.,  Mary¬ 
ville,  Mo.,  alleging  shipment  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  April  28,  1941, 
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from  the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of  Illinois  of  a  quantity  of  butter  * 
which  was  adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent,  milk  fat,  had  been  in 
part  omitted  therefrom;  and  in  that  a  product  which  contained  less  than 
80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter.  It  was 
labeled  in  part:  “Creamery  Butter  The  Peter  Fox  Sons  Co.  Distributors  *  *  *  , 

Chicago,  Ill.” 

On  February  16,  1942,  a  plea  of  guilty  was  entered  and  the  court  imposed 
a  fine  of  $100  and  costs. 

.S2u0.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  Clo'verleaf  Creameries,  Ine.  Plea  of  nolo 
contendere.  Fines  totaling  $150.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6414.  Sample  Nos# 29729— E, 

42423-E,  42577-E.) 

On  April  1,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Indiana  filed  an  information  against  Cloverleaf  Creameries,  Inc.,  Decatur,  Ind., 
alleging  shipment  on  or  about  May  26,  June  1,  and  July  25,  1941,  from  the 
State  of  Indiana  into  the  States  of  Pennsylvania  and  Ohio,  of  quantities  of 
butter  that  was  adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent,  milk  fat,  had  been 
in  part  omitted  or  abstracted  therefrom,  and  in  that  a  product  which  contained 
less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter. 
Portions  of  the  article  were  labeled  in  part:  (Rolls)  “Country  Roll  But¬ 
ter  «  *  *  Wilson  &  Co.  Distributors  *  *  ♦  Chicago,  Ill.” ;  or  “Country 

Roll  Style  Silverbrook  Creamery  Butter  *  *  *  Tlie  Great  Atlantic  &  Pacific 

Tea  Co.  New  York,  N.  Y.,  Distributors.”  The  remainder  was  unlabeled. 

On  April  17,  1942,  a  plea  of  nolo  contendere  having  been  entered  on  behalf  ,, 
of  the  defendant,  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $50  on  each  count,  totaling  $150, 
and  costs. 

3251.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  Gwinner  Co-operative  Creamery*  Plea  of 

guilty.  Fine,  $25.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  0419.  Sample  No.  4G373-E.) 

On  March  7,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  North 
Dakota  filed  an  information  against  Gwinner  Co-operative  Creamery,  a  corpo¬ 
ration  at  Gwinner,  N.  Dak.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  June  9,  1941,  from 
the  State  of  North  Dakota  into  the  State  of  New  York  of  a  quantity  of 
butter  that  was  adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent,  milk  fat,  had  been 
in  part  omitted  therefrom,  and  in  that  a  product  which  contained  less  than 
80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part :  “Distributors  Zenith-Godley  Co.  N.  Y.” 

On  April  8,  1942,  a  plea  of  guilty  having  been  entered  on  behalf  of  the 
defendant,  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $25  and  costs. 

3252.  Adulteration  of  butter.  S.  v.  Hannover  Creamery  Assoeiation.  Plea 

of  guilty.  Fine,  $50.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5548.  Sample  Nos.  54115— E,  54119— E.) 

On  January  3,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  North 
Dakota  filed  an  information  against  the  Hannover  Creamery  Association,  a 
corporation,  Hannover,  N.  Dak.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  May  29  and  June 
6,  1941,  from  the  State  of  North  Dakota  into  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  of  quan¬ 
tities  of  butter  which  was  adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent,  milk  fat, 
had  been  in  part  omitted  therefrom;  and  in  that  a  product  which  contained 
less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter.  A 
portion  was  labeled  in  part:  “Frank  Hellerick  Co.,  Inc.  3515  Phila  Pa  64  Lbs 
Net.” 

On  February  2,  1942,  a  plea  of  guilty  was  entered  on  behalf  of  the  defendant 
and  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $50. 

:i253.  Adulteration  of  butter.  TJ.  .S.  v.  Heatwole  Cooperative  Creamery  Associa¬ 
tion.  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $25.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6420.  Sample  No.  56914— B.) 

On  April  13,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Minnesota 
filed  an  information  against  Heatwole  Cooperative  Creamery  Association,  a 
corporation  at  Pleatwole,  Minn.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  June  10,  1^1, 
from  the  State  of  Minnesota  into  the  State  of  New  York  of  a  quantity  of  butter 
that  was  adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent,  milk  fat,  had  been  in  part 
omitted  therefrom,  and  in  that  a  product  which  contained  less  than  80  percent  by 
weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part :  “Distributors  Zenith-Godley  Co.  N.  Y.  *  *  *  Cremoland  Sweet 

Cream  Butter  A  Product  Of  Farmers’  Cooperative  Creameries.” 

On  April  13,  1942,  a  plea  of  guilty  having  been  entered  on  behalf  of  the 
defendant,  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $25. 
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3254.  Adulteration  of  butter.  TJ.  S.  v.  Arthur  .1.  Johnson^  and  Guuuf  Gunstenson 

(Kelliber  Creamery  Co.).  Plea  of  gruilty.  Fine,  ip25.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  556G. 

Sample  No.  4f;372-E.) 

On  May  5,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Minnesota  filed 
an  information  against  Arthur  J.  Johnson  and  Gimuf  Gunstenson,  copartners, 
trading  as  Kelliher  Creamery  Co.,  Kelliher,  Minn.,  alleging  delivery  for  intro¬ 
duction  into  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  June  13,  1941,  from  the  State  of 
Minnesota  into  the  State  of  New  York  of  a  quantity  of  butter  which  was  adul¬ 
terated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent,  milk  fat,  had  been  in  part  omitted 
therefrom;  and  in  that  a  product  which  contained  less  than  80  percent  by 
weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter.  It  was  labeled  in  part: 
“Butter  Distributed  By  Hunter,  Walton  &  Co.  2336  New  York,  N.  Y.” 

On  May  5,  1942,  a  plea  of  guilty  was  entered  on  behalf  of  the  defendant  and 
the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $25. 

3255.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  New  Auburn  Creamery  Association.  Plea 

of  guilty.  Fine,  $15.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6428.  Sample  No.  66913-E.) 

On  April  30,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Minnesota 
filed  an  information  against  the  New  Auburn  Creamery  Association,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  New  Auburn,  Minn.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  June  11,  1941,  from 
the  State  of  Minnesota  into  the  State  of  New  York  of  a  quantity  of  butter  that 
was  adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent,  milk  fat,  had  been  in  part  omit¬ 
ted  therefrom,  and  in  that  a  product  which  contained  less  than  80  percent  by 
weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter. 

On  April  30,  1942,  a  plea  of  guilty  having  been  entered  on  behalf  of  the 
defendant,  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $15. 

325(>.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  Ramus  C.  Sorensen  (Walballa  Producers 

Creamery  Co.).  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $25.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6431.  Sample 

No.  69545-E.) 

On  March  24,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  North  Dakota 
filed  an  information  against  Ramus  C.  Sorensen,  trading  as  Walhalla  Producers 
Creamery  Co.  at  Walhalla,  N.  Dak.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  June  3,  1941, 
from  the  State  of  North  Dakota  into  the  State  of  New  York  of  a  quantity  of 
butter  that  was  adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent,  milk  fat,  had  been  in 
part  omitted  therefrom,  and  in  that  a  product  which  contained  less  than  80  percent 
by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part :  “Breakstone  Bros.  Inc.  Distributors  New  York  NY  *  *  ♦  No  West 

Dairy  Forward.  Co.  Carlton  Minn.” 

On  April  23,  1942,  the  defendant  having  entered  a  plea  of  guilty,  the  court 
imposed  a  fine  of  $25  and  costs. 

3257.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  16  Tubs  and  15  Cubes  of  Butter.  Consent 

decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond.  (F.  D.  C. 

No.  6667.  Sample  Nos.  38397-E,  38378-E.) 

On  or  about  December  3,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern 
District  of  Iowa  filed  a  libel  against  16  tubs  and  15  cubes  of  butter  at  Sioux 
City,  Iowa,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on 
or  about  December  3  and  4,  1941,  in  part  by  the  Verdigre  Creamery  Co.  from  Ver- 
digre,  Nebr.,  and  in  part  by  the  Atkinson  Cooperative  Creamery  Association 
from  Atkinson,  Nebr. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  a  valuable 
constituent,  milk  fat,  had  been  in  whole  or  in  part  omitted  or  extracted  there¬ 
from  ;  and  in  that  a  product  containing  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk 
fat  had  been  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  butter. 

On  January  6,  1942,  the  Verdigre  Creamery  Co.  and  the  Atkinson  Cooperative 
Creamery  Association,  claimants  for  respective  portions  of  the  article,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and 
the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  brought  up 
to  the  legal  standard  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3258.  Misbranding  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  15  Case.s  of  Butter.  Default  decree  of 

condemnation.  Product  ordei'cd  delivered  to  a  Federal  agency.  (F.  D.  C. 

No.  6669.  Sample  No.  85582-E.) 

This  ijroduct  was  short  weight. 

On  December  18,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington  filed  a  libel  against  15  cases  of  butter  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  September  12, 
1941,  by  Swift  &  Co.  from  Portland,  Oreg. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded 
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in  that  the  prints  did  not  contain  “One  Pound  Net  Weight,”  as  labeled.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Swift’s  Brookfield  Butter.” 

On  March  28, 1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  a  Federal  agency. 

CHEESE 

3259.  Adulteration  of  Cheddar  cheese,  U.  S.  v.  20  Cheeses  and  9  Cheeses.  Default 

decree  of  condeiiiiiation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos.  7039,  7040.  Sample 

Nos.  92248-E,  92249-E.) 

Examination  shov/ed  that  this  product  contained  fragments  of  glass. 

On  March  13,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
California  filed  a  libel  against  29  cheeses  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  January  27,  1942, 
by  Western  Creamery  Co.  from  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  contained  an  added  deleterious  substance,  namely,  glass, 
which  might  have  rendered  it  injurious  to  health.  It  was  labeled  in  part: 
“Koosharem  *  *  *  Whole  Milk  Cheddar  Cheese.” 

Oil  April  14,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3260.  Adulteration  of  Clieddar  cheese.  U.  S.  v.  22  Boxes  of  Cheese.  Decree  of 

condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6859.  Sample  No.  852o6-E.) 

This  product  was  contaminated  with  hairs  resembling  those  of  rodents. 

On  February  13,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  Washington  filed  a  libel  against  22  boxes  of  cheese  at  Spokane,  Wash.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  January  2G, 
1942,  by  Gold  Medal  Dairies,  Inc.,  from  Graiitsdale,  Mont. ;  and  charging  that 
it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  jiart  of  a  filthy  substance, 
and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might 
have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  April  2,  1942,  the  sole  intervenor  having  withdrawn  its  claim,  judgment  of 
condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3261.  Adulteration  of  Clieddar  cheese.  IT.  S.  v.  191  Cases  of  Cheddar  Cheese. 

Consent  decree  orderini?  that  unfit  portion  be  condemned  and  destroyed 

and  that  claimant  file  bond  to  insure  such  disposition  of  product. 

(P.  D.  C.  No.  5944.  Sample  No.  65782-E.) 

This  product  contained  insect  fragments  and  feather  barbules. 

On  October  3,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Idaho  filed 
a  libel  against  191  cases  of  Cheddar  cheese  at  Pocatello,  Idaho,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  September  11, 
1941,  by  the  Brooklawn  Creamery  Co.  from  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  sub¬ 
stance,  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby 
it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  March  10,  1942,  the  Brooklawn  Creamery  Co.  having  consented  to  the 
entry  of  a  decree  and  the  court  having  found  that  a  portion  of  the  product  was 
not  subject  to  condemnation,  judgment  was  entered  condemning  the  unfit  and 
ordering  it  destroyed  and  ordering  further  that  all  be  released  under  bond  for 
segregation  of  the  fit  portion  from  the  unfit  portion. 

3262.  Adulteration  of  Cheddar  cheese.  U.  S.  v.  149  Boxes  of  Cheddar  Cheese.' 

Default  decree  of  condenmation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6983. 

Sample  No.  G5784— E.) 

This  product  contained  insect  fragments  and  feather  barbules. 

On  October  6,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Idaho  filed 
a  libel  against  149  boxes  of  Cheddar  cheese  at  Pocatello,  Idaho,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  September  18, 
1941,  by  Calder  Bros.  Co.  from  Vernal,  Utah ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adul¬ 
terated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance,  and  that  it 
had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become 
contaminated  with  filth. 

On  March  12,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3263.  Adulteration  of  Cheddar  cheese.  U.  S.  v.  5.50  Boxes  of  Chedflar  Cheese. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  released  under  bond  for 

salvagrin^.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7020.  Sample  Nos.  86703-E,  86920-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  rodent  hairs  and  insect 
fragments. 
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On  or  about  March  25,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern 
District  of  Illinois  tiled  a  libel  against  550  boxes  of  Cheddar  cheese  at  Chicago, 
Ill.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  January  15,  1942,  by  A1  Hansen  from  Green  Bay,  Wis. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance, 
and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might 
have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  May  28,  1942,  C.  E.  Zuercher  &  Co.,  Chicago,  Ill.,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  salvaging  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  The  unfit  portion  was  segregated  and 
denatured. 

3204.  Adulteration  of  Cheddar  cheese.  U.  S.  v.  5  Daisies  of  Cheddar  Cheese. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6593. 
Sample  No.  83185-E.) 

This  product  contained  insect  fragments  and  excreta. 

On  January  14,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Louisiana  filed  a  libel  against  5  daisies  of  Cheddar  cheese  at  Monroe,  La.,  allege* 
ing  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  Novem¬ 
ber  27,  D941,  by  the  Kraft  Cheese  Co.  from  Rusk,  Tex.;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  in 
that  it  had  been  prepared,  packed,  or  held  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it 
might  have  become  contaminated  with  fiith.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  (Case)  “Elk- 
horn  Brand  Whole  Milk  Cheese  *  *  *  Selected  Cheddar  Cheese  1  Daisy 

Net  Weight  22%. ” 

On  April  6,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3265.  Adulteration  of  Clicddar  cheese.  U.  S.  v.  87  Boxes  of  Cheddar  Cheese.  De¬ 

fault  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5903.  Sample 
No.  65781-E.) 

This  product  contained  feather  barbules,  rodent  pellets,  rodent  hairs,  and  tooth 
markings  similiar  to  those  made  by  mice. 

On  October  2,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Idaho  filed  a 
libel  against  87  boxes  of  Cheddar  cheese  at  Pocatello,  Idaho,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  August  29  and 
September  3  and  9,  1941,  by  the  Mutual  Creamery  Co.  from  Laketown,  Utah; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substance,  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  March  10,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3266.  Adulteration  and  mi.sbranding'  of  Cheddar  cheese.  U.  S.  v.  40  Boxes  of 

Cheddar  Cheese.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered 
released  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6604.  Sample  No. 
76604-E.) 

This  product  fell  below  the  standard  of  identity  for  Cheddar  cheese  because  it 
contained  more  than  39  percent  of  moisture. 

On  December  26,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Iowa  filed  a  libel  against  40  boxes  each  containing  4  longhorns  of  cheese  at 
Sioux  City,  Iowa,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  November  10,  17,  and  24,  and  December  1,  ]941,  by  Sunny  Side 
State  Cheese  Co.  [Sunny  State  Cheese  Co.] from  Mitchell,  S.  Dak.;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Stamped  on 
each  longhorn)  “Countryside  Fancy  Cheddar  Full  Cream  Cheese.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  substance,  water,  had  been 
substituted  wholly  or  in  part  therefor. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for  which  a 
definition  and  standard  of  identity  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  pro¬ 
vided  by  law,  but  it  did  not  conform  to  such  definition  and  standard  since  it 
contained  more  than  39  percent  moisture,  namely,  an  average  of  41.24  percent. 

On  January  16,  1942,  Sunny  State  Cheese  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reprocessed  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  so  as  to  comply  with  the  law. 
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8^G7.  Adulteration  of  Feta  cheese.  U.  S.  v.  21  Kegrs  and  54  Kegrs  of  Feta  Cheese. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7022. 

Sample  No.  86024-E.) 

This  product  was  a  white  cheese  resembling  cottage  cheese.  Examination 
showed  that  it  contained  rodent  hairs,  human  hairs,  and  insect  fragments. 

On  or  about  March  26,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  75  kegs  of  Feta  cheese  at  Chicago,  Ill., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
February  4,  1942,  by  Rocky  Mountain  Cheese  Co.  from  Trinidad,  Colo. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substance,  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  May  28,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

CREAM 

3268.  Adulteration  of  cream.  U.  S.  v.  2  10-Gallon  Cans,  1  8-Gallon  Can,  and  1 

5-GalIon  Can  of  Cream.  Cou.sent  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  7178.  Sample  No.  81598-E.) 

On  March  20, 1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado  filed 
a  libel  against  2  10-gallon  cans,  1  8-gallon  can,  and  1  5-gallon  can  of  cream  at  Den¬ 
ver,  Colo.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  March  16  and  17,  1942,  by  various  shippers  as  follows :  Clyde  Adams, 

St.  Francis,  Kans. ;  H.  C.  Olsen  (or  Olson),  Kimball,  Nebr. ;  R.  L.  Bartell,  AVi- 
nona,  Kans. ;  and  O.  H.  Baylon,  Hickok,  Kans. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulter¬ 
ated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  and  decomposed 
animal  substance. 

On  March  20,  1942,  the  consignee  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel 
and  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  an  order  for  the  immediate  destruction 
of  the  product,  a  decree  was  entered  accordingly. 

3269.  Adulteration  of  cream.  TJ.  S.  v.  1  Can  and  1  Can  of  Cream.  Consent  elecree 

of  condemnation  and  destruction,  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7179.  Sample  No.  81599— E.) 

On  March  23,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado  j 
filed  a  libel  against  1  8-gallon  can  and  1  5-gallon  can  of  cream  at  Denver,  Colo.,  I 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  ' 
March  18,  1942,  by  Cornelius  P.  Doerksen  from  Satanta,  Kans.,  and  Bert  Knepper 
from  Oshkosh,  Nebr. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted 
in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  and  decomposed  animal  substance.  ! 

On  March  23,  1942,  the  consignee  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree, 
judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

J 

3270.  Adulteration  of  cream.  U.  S.  v.  1  Can  of  Cream.  Consent  decree  of  con¬ 

demnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7181.  Sample  No.  81754— E.) 

On  March  23,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado 
filed  a  libel  against  1  8-gallon  can  of  cream  at  Denver,  Colo.,  alleging  that  the  ■ 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  March  17,  1942,  by  Mrs.  Carl 
Foland  from  Almena,  Kans. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  and  decomposed  substance. 

On  March  23,  1942,  the  consignee  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  *the  libel, 
judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3271.  Adulteration  of  cream.  U.  S.  v.  1  Can  of  Cream.  Consent  decree  of  destruc¬ 

tion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7182.  Sample  No.  81756-E.) 

On  March  23,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado 
filed  a  libel  against  1  10-gallon  can  of  cream  at  Denver,  Colo.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  skipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  March  18,  1942,  by  Harry  W. 
Gould  from  Ogallala,  Nebr. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  con¬ 
sisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  iDutrid,  and  decomposed  animal  substance. 

On  March  23,  1942,  the  consignee  having  consented  to  immediate  destruction  of 
the  cream,  judgment  was  entered  ordering  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

3272.  Adulteration  of  cream.  U.  S.  v.  1  Can  of  Cream.  Consent  decree  of  destruc¬ 

tion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7176.  Sample  No.  81263-E.) 

On  March  23,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado 
filed  a  libel  against  1  6-gallon  can  of  cream  at  Denver,  Colo.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  March  19,  1942, 
by  Sam  Greenwald  from  Dingle,  Wyo. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated 
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in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  or  decomposed 
animal  substance. 

On  March  23,  1942,  the  consignee  having  consented  to  immediate  destruction 
of  the  cream,  judgment  was  entered  ordering  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

3273.  Adulteration  of  cream.  U.  S.  v.  1  Can  of  Cream.  Consent  decree  of  con¬ 

demnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7180.  Sample  No.  81600— B.) 

On  March  24,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado 
filed  a  libel  against  1  8-gallon  can  of  cream  at  Denver,  Colo.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  March  19,  1942, 
by  Geo.  Knapp  from  Selden,  Kans. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in 
that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  and  decomposed 
animal  substance. 

On  March  24,  1942,  the  consignee  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree  for 
the  immediate  destruction  of  the  cream,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered 
and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3274.  Adultcratiwn  of  cream.  U.  S.  v.  1  Can  of  Cream.  Consent  decree  of  con¬ 

demnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7183.  Sample  No.  81757— E.) 

On  March  23,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado 
filed  a  libel  against  1  5-gallon  can  of  cream  at  Denver,  Colo.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  March  19,  1942,  by  Alvie 
Schefiler  from  Moorcroft,  Wyo. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  and  decomposed  animal  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “M,  M.  Rush  11.  Moorcroft,  Wyo.” 

On  March  23,  1942,  the  consignee  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree, 
judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3275.  Adulteration  of  cream.  U.  S.  v.  1  Can  of  Cream.  Consent  decree  of  con¬ 

demnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  7177.  Sample  No..  81418-E.) 

On  March  20,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado 
filed  a  libel  against  1  5-gallon  can  of  cream  at  Denver,  Colo.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  March  19,  1942,  by  Hans 
Van  Mark  from  Torrington,  Wyo. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in 
that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  and  decomposed 
animal  substance. 

On  March  20,  1942,  the  consignee  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree, 
judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

CONDENSED  MILK 

3273.  Adulteration  of  sweetened  condensed  milk.  U.  S.  v.  50  Cases  and  24  Case.s 
of'  Sweetened  Condensed  Milk.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and 
destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos.  6723,  6724.  Sample  Nos.  83178— E,  83414-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  contaminated  with  filth,  such  as 
plant  fragments,  rodent  hairs,  and  nondescript  dirt. 

On  January  17  and  23,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  Middle  and 
the  Southern  Districts  of  Alabama  tiled  libels  against  50  cases  each  containing 
24  15-ounce  cans  of  sweetened  condensed  milk  at  Montgomery,  Ala.,  and  24  cases 
each  containing  24  15-ounce  cans  of  sweetened  condensed  milk  at  Mobile,  Ala., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
December  8  and  l5,  1941,  by  the  Borden  Co.  or  the  Borden  Co.,  Sales  Co.  Division 
from  Starkville,  Miss. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted 
in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under 
insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Borden’s  Eagle  Brand  Sweetened 
(Condensed  Milk.” 

On  April  22  and  May  6,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  con¬ 
demnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

EGGS 

Nos.  3277  to  3280  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  frozen  eggs  that  were 
in  whole  or  in  part  decomposed. 

3277.  Adulteration  of  frozen  eggs.  IJ.  S.  v.  889  Cans  and  1,4.57  Cans  of  Frozen 
Fggs.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  released  under  bond. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  6844.  Sample  Nos.  66963-E,  66964-E.) 

On  or  about  September  26.  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of 
New  Jersey  filed  a  libel  against  2,346  cans  of  frozen  eggs  at  Jersey  City,  N.  J., 
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alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  In  interstate  commerce  within  the 
period  from  on' or  about  May  29  to  on  or  about  June  27,  1941,  by  Highway  Butter 
&  Egg  Co.,  Inc.,  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  , 
that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 

On  February  24, 1942,  Highway  Butter  &  Egg  Co.,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  admit¬ 
ted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  the  good  be  segregated  j 
from  the  bad  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  of  the 
Federal  Security  Agency.  j 

3278.  Adulteration  of  frozen  egrgs.  U.  S.  v.  100  Cans  of  Frozen  Egg’s.  Consent  | 
decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  for  seg¬ 
regation  and  destruction  of  unfit  portion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6654.  Sample  No. 
84220-E.)  ‘  ’ 

On  January  5, 1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  New  i 
York  filed  a  libel  against  190  30-pound  cans  of  frozen  eggs  at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  ' 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  ^ 
December  5,  1941,  by  Indianapolis  Terminal  &  Refrigerating  Co.  from  Indianap¬ 
olis,  Ind. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or 
in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 

On  February  20,  1942,  Marshall  Kirby  &  Co.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and 
the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  segregation  and  destruction  of 
the  unfit  portion. 

8279.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  frozen  eggs.  U.  S.  v.  G  Cans  of  Frozen 
Eggs  (and  2  additional  seizure  actions  against  frozen  eggs).  Decrees  of 
condemnation.  Portion  of  product  ordered  destroyed.  Remainder 
ordered  released  under  bond  for  segregation  and  destruction  of  unfit 
portion.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  7004,  7438,  7461.  Sample  Nos.  70489-E,  73392-E, 
73308-E,  89623-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  decomposed  eggs  in 
portions  and  of  excess  whites  in  others.  ' 

Between  March  12  and  May  6, 1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  District  i 
of  Kansas,  Southern  District  of  Florida,  and  Eastern  District  of  New  York  filed  ' 
libels  against  6  cans  of  frozen  eggs  at  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  300  cans  at  Tampa, 
Fla.,  and  421  cans  at  Long  Island  City,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  Juiy  23, 1941,  to  ' 
on  or  about  April  2,  1942,  by  Swift  &  Co.  from  Fort  Worth,  Tex. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  and  that  portion  was  also  misbranded.  , 

The  article  with  the  exception  of  one  lot  located  at  Kansas  City,  was  alleged 
to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  sub¬ 
stance.  The  remaining  lots  of  eggs  at  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  were  alleged  to  be 
adulterated  in  that  a  mixture  of  whole  eggs  and  egg  whites  had  been  substituted  I 
wholly  or  in  part  for  mixed  eggs,  which  they  purported  to  be. 

The  article  in  the  said  remaining  lots  at  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  was  alleged 
to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  “Frozen  *  ♦  *  Mixed  Eggs’’  was 

false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  containing  excess  egg  whites ; 
and  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for  which  a  definition  and  standard  of 
identity  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by  law  but  failed  to 
conform  to  such  definition  and  standard  since  the  yolk  and  whites  were  not 
in  their  natural  proportion  as  broken  from  the  shell. 

On  April  13,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  product  located  at 
Kansas  City,  Kans.,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was 
ordered  destroyed.  On  May  22  and  June  27,  1942,  Loose-Wiles  Biscuit  Co.,  Inc., 
and  Swift  &  Co.,  claimants,  respectively,  for  the  seizures  at  Long  Island  City, 

N.  Y.,  and  Tampa,  Fla.,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libels,  judgments 
of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond 
for  segregation  and  destruction  or  denaturing  of  the  unfit  portion  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3280.  Adulteration  of  frozen  egrgs.  TJ.  S.  v.  461  Cans  of  Frozen  Egrgrs.  Consent 
deeree  of  eondenination.  Produet  ordered  released  under  bond  for  segre- 
pration  and  dcstruetion  of  unfit  portion.  (F.  D.  (3.  No.  6645.  Sample  No. 
84221-E.) 

On  January  5,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  4G1  30-pound  cans  of  frozen  eggs  at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  Sep¬ 
tember  4,  1941,  by  St.  Louis  Refrigerating  &  Cold  Storage  Co.  from  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part 
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of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Pkd.  by 
J.  W.  Coss  &  Co.  Whole  Egj?  *  *  *  itn’l  Stock  Yds.  Ill.” 

On  February  20,  1942,  Madison  Baking  Co.,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered 
and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  segregation  and  destruction 
of  the  unfit  portion  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
On  March  4,  1942,  the  decree  was  amended  to  permit  denaturing  of  the  unfit 
portion  and  sale  of  same  for  use  in  the  tanning  of  leather. 

3281.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  frozen  egg  yolk.  U.  S.  v.  40  Cans,  100 

Cans,  and  25  Cans  of  Frozen  Egg  Yolk.  Consent  decree  of  condemna¬ 
tion.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  for  relabeling.  (P.  D.  C.  No. 

7033.  Sample  Nos.  76787-E,  76788-E,  76789-E.) 

This  product  did  not  consist  solely  of  yolk  with  10  percent  of  sugar  as  indicated 
by  its  label,  but  contained  added  egg  whites. 

On  April  8,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Minnesota 
filed  a  libel  against  165  80-i>ound  cans  of  frozen  egg  yolks  at  St.  Paul,  Minn., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
May  12,  June  4,  and  July  17,  1941,  by  Rothenberg  &  Schneider  Bros.,  Inc.,  from 
Chicago,  Ill. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  mixture  of  egg  yolks, 
added  egg  whites,  and  approximately  10  percent  of  sugar  had  been  substituted 
for  yolks  with  approximately  10  percent  of  sugar,  which  it  purported  to  be. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  “Yolks  with  approx¬ 
imately  10%  sugar”  was  misleading  as  applied  to  a  mixture  of  egg  yolks,  added  egg 
whites,  and  approximately  10  percent  of  sugar  since  it  failed  to  reveal  the  material 
fact  that  the  article  contained  egg  whites. 

On  April  24,  1942,  Rothenberg  &  Schneider  Bros.,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  con¬ 
sented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3282.  Adulteration  of  frozen  ess  yolks.  U.  S.  v.  77  Cans  of  Frozen  Egg^  Yolks. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond 
to  be  reconditioned.  (P.  D.  C.  No,  6768.  Sample  No.  72092— E.) 

On  January  27,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  California  filed  a  libel  against  77  30-pound  cans  of  frozen  egg  yolks  at  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  January  17,  1942,  by  Mountain  States  Creamery  Co,  from  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole 
or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 

On  February  5, 1942,  Mountain  States  Creamery  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  prod¬ 
uct  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  The  unfit  portion  was  segregated  and 
denatured  with  kerosene. 

3283.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  frozen  egg  yolks.  U.  S.  v.  99  Cans  and 

200  Cans  of  Frozen  Egg  Yolks.  Consent  decrees  of  condemnation.  Prod¬ 
uct  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos.  6810, 
6857.  Sample  Nos.  76587-E,  76596— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  added  egg  whites  and  less 
than  43  percent  of  total  egg  solids. 

On  February  5  and  11,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of 
Minnesota  filed  libels  against  99  30-pound  cans  of  frozen  egg  yolks  at  Minneapolis, 
and  200  30-pound  cans  of  frozen  egg  yolks  at  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  July  16  and  Septem¬ 
ber  2,  1941,  by  Rothenberg  &  Schneider  Bros,  from  Chicago,  Ill. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  “Yolks  With 
Approx  10%  Sugar.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  mixture  of  egg  yolks, 
added  egg  whites,  and  approximately  10  percent  sugar  had  been  substituted 
for  yolks  with  approximately  10  percent  sugar,  which  it  purported  to  be. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  statement  “Yolks  With 
Approx  10%  Sugar”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  a  mixture  of  egg 
yolks,  added  egg  whites,  and  approximately  10  percent  sugar;  and  (2)  in 
that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for  which  a  definition  and  standard  of  identity 
had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by  law,  but  it  failed  to  conform 
to  such  definition  and  standard  because  it  contained  less  than  43  percent  total 
egg  solids. 
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On  March  20,  1942,  Rothenberg  &  Schneider  Bros.,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  con¬ 
sented  to  the  entry  of  decrees,  judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

FISHERIES  PRODUCTS 

FROZEN  FISH  -AND  SHELLFISH 

3284.  Adulteration  of  perch  fillets.  U.  S.  v.  Thomas  Slade  Gorton,  Jr,  (Slade 

Gorton  Co.).  Plea  of  g-uilty.  Fine,  Sp200.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  4167.  Sample  No. 

16311-E.) 

This  product  was  found  to  be  in  part  infested  with  parasites. 

On  October  20,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massachus¬ 
etts  filed  an  information  against  Thomas  Slade  Gorton,  Jr.,  trading  as  Slade  Gor¬ 
ton  Co.  at  Boston,  Mass.,  alleging  shipment  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
July  20,  1940,  from  the  State  of  Massachusetts  into  the  State  of  Oklahoma  of  a 
quantity  of  perch  fillets  that  were  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted  in  whole  or 
in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Red  Perch 
Fillets  *  *  *  Deep  Sea  Brand  *  *  *  T.  &  J.  Busalacchi  Inc.  Boston, 
Mass.” 

On  April  23,  1942,  a  plea  of  guilty  was  entered  on  behalf  of  the  defendant  and 
the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $200. 

3285.  Adulteratioii  of  ocean  perch,  haddock,  pollack,  and  whiting.  U.  S.  v.  890 

lloxes  of  Frozen  Haddock  Fillets  (and  3  other  seizure  actions  against 
fish).  Decrees  of  condemnation.  Portion  of  product  ordered  destroyed; 
remainder  ordered  released  under  bond  for  segregation  and  destruction 
of  unfit  portion.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  5586,  5587,  6107,  7095,  Sample  Nos.  29640-E, 
49910-E.  05096-E,  65832-E.  87767-E.) 

Examination  of  these  products  showed  the  presence  of  decomposed  fish  in  the 
haddock,  pollack,  and  whiting,  and  of  parasitized  fish  in  the  ocean  perch. 

Between  August  29,  1941,  and  March  25,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for 
the  Southern  District  of  Texas,  Northern  District  of  Ohio,  and  the  District  of 
Maryland  filed  libels  against  77  20-pound  cartons  of  pollack  at  Houston,  Tex. ; 
855  15-pound  boxes  of  H  &  G  whiting  at  Cleveland,  Ohio ;  and  500  20-pound  car¬ 
tons  of  ocean  perch  fillets  at  Baltimore,  Md.,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been 
shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  May  27  to  on 
or  about  September  9,  1941,  for  the  40-Fathom  Fish  Co.  from  Boston,  Mass.  On 
August  29,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado  filed  a 
libel  against  890  20-pound  cartons  of  haddock  fillets  at  Denver,  Colo.,  which  had 
been  consigned  by  the  40-Fathom  Fish  Co.  from  Boston,  Mass.,  on  or  about 
.June  30,  1941.  The  articles  were  labeled  in  part  variously:  (Boxes)  “40-Fathom 
Quick  Frozen  Fish  *  *  *  Skinless  Had.  Fillets,”  “Beacon  Skinless  Pollock,” 

“Frozen  H  &  G  Whiting  Fish,”  and  “Ocean  Perch  Fillets.” 

They  were  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  the  haddock,  pollack,  and  whiting 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  decomposed  substances,  and  the  ocean  perch  con¬ 
sisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 

On  October  20  and  December  3,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  pol¬ 
lack  and  whiting  located  at  Houston  and  Cleveland,  judgments  of  condemnation 
were  entered  and  the  products  were  ordered  destroyed.  On  September  26,  1941, 
and  April  17,  1942,  the  40-Fathom  Fish  Co.  having  appeared  as  claimant  for  the 
ocean  perch  and  haddock  located  at  Baltimore  and  Denver,  and  having  admitted 
i  he  allegations  of  the  libels  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  decrees,  judgments  of 
condemnation  were  entered  and  the  products  were  ordered  released  under  bond 
conditioned  that  the  fit  portion  be  segregated  from  the  unfit  and  that  the  latter 
be  destroyed  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3286.  Adulteration  of  red  perch  fillets,  haddock  fillets,  ocean  perch  fillets,  cod 

fillets,  and  whiting.  U.  S.  v.  2  Boxes  of  Red  Perch  Fillets  (and  6  other 
seizure  actions  against  frozen  fish).  Default  decrees  of  condemnation 
and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  5440,  5441.  5589,  5627,  6740.  5747.  Sample 
Nos.  29627-E,  42475-E,  42478-E,  50278-E.  50279-E,  04304-E,  64309-E,  64317-E, 
64319-E,  64324-E,  64330-E.) 

Examination  showed  the  presence  of  decomposed  fish  in  portions  of  these 
products  and  of  parasitized  fish  in  the  remainder. 

Between  August  23  and  September  12,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the 
District  of  Maryland,  Western  District  of  Pennsylvania,  and  the  Northern  District 
of  Ghio  filed  libels  against  8  16-pound  boxes  of  red  perch  fillets  at  Baltimore,  IMd. ; 
134  15-pound  boxes  of  haddock  fillets,  9  5-pound  boxes  of  ocean  perch  fillets,  21 
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15-pound  boxes  of  H  &  G  whiting,  and  52  10-pound  boxes  of  red  perch  fillets  at 
Pittsburgh,  Pa. ;  and  13  10-pound  boxes  of  cod  fillets  at  Cleveland,  Ohio,  alleging 
that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  -within  the  period  from 
on  or  about  July  7  to  on  or  about  August  25,  1941,  by  the  Genoa  Fisheries,  Inc., 
from  Boston,  Mass. ;  and  charging  that  they  were  adulterated  in  that  portions 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  decomposed  substances  and  in  that  the  remainder 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  filthy  substances. 

Between  September  26  and  December  19,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared, 
judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  products  were  ordered  destroyed. 

3287.  Adulteration  of  frozen  pereli.  U.  S.  v.  113  Boxes  of  Frozen  Fillets.  Default 

«lecree  of  condemnation  and  de.struction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6784.  Sample  No. 

86704-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  infested  with  parasites. 

On  January  31,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  113  10-pound  boxes  of  perch  fillets  at  Chicago,  Ill., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
January  17,  1942,  by  the  North  Atlantic  Fish  Co.  from  Boston,  Mass. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substance. 

On  April  27,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3288.  Adulteration  of  frozen  cod  fillets.  U.  S.  v.  86  Boxes  of  Cod  Fillets.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D,  C.  No.  6259.  Sample  No. 

74461-E.) 

On  November  25.  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  86  15-pound  boxes  of  cod  fillets  at  New  York,  N.  Y., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
October  31,  1941,  in  the  name  of  L.  H.  Young  Co.,  a  trucking  firm,  from  Boston, 
Mass. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Skinless  Cod 
Fillets  *  *  *  Seakist  Brand  Fish  Busalacchi  Bros.  Inc.  Boston,  Mass.” 

On  January  14,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3289.  Adulteration  of  frozen  tullil»ecs.  U.  S.  v.  14  Boxes  of  Frozen  Fisli.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D,  C.  No.  7074.  Sample  No. 

84039-E.) 

This  product  contained  parasitic  worms. 

On  March  25,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  14  130-pound  boxes  of  frozen  tulliboes  at  New  York, 
N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  February  11,  1941,  by  Armstrong  Gimli  Fisheries,  Ltd.,  from  Winnipeg, 
Canada ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  substance. 

On  April  22,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

Nos.  3290  to  3296  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  frozen  shrimp  that 
was  in  whole  or  in  part  decomposed. 

3290.  Adulteration  of  frozen  slirimp.  U.  S.  v.  Ill  Bag's  and  13  Bags  of  Fresh 

Frozen  Shrimp.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D. 

C.  No.  7038.  Sample  Nos.  69717-E,  69718-E.) 

On  March  17,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York  filed  libels  against  124  bags  of  frozen  shrimp  at  New  York,  N.  Y., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
August  29,  1941,  by  Louis  G.  Ambos  from  Thunderbolt,  Ga. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed, 
substance. 

On  April  10,  19-12,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  condemnation 
were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3291.  Adulteration  of  frozen  shrimp.  U.  S.  v.  4S  Bags  of  Fre.sh  Frozen  Shrimp. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7001. 

Sample  No.  G9712-E.) 

On  March  10,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  New 
York  filed  a  libel  against  45  bags  of  frozen  shrimp  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commer-ce  on  or  about  August  28, 
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1941,  by  A.  A.  Fagaii  from  Thunderbolt,  Ga. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adub 
terated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 

On  April  10,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3292.  Adulteration  of  frozen  shrimp.  U.  S.  v.  4,265  Pounds  of  Frozen  Shrimp 

(and  2  other  seizure  actions  agrainst  frozen  shrimp).  Consolidated  decree 

of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos.  6924,  6934,  6841.  Sample 

Nos.  91013-E,  86411-E,  86409-E,  86410-E.) 

On  February  25  and  27  and  March  9,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the 
Northern  District  of  Illinois  tiled  libels  against  9,823  pounds  of  frozen  shrimp  at 
Chicago,  Ill.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
within  the  period  from  on  or  about  November  7  to  on  or  about  November  27, 
1941,  by  J.  R.  Hardee,  Jr.,  from  Berwick,  La.,  and  by  one  other  shipper,  name 
unknown,  from  the  State  of  Louisiana ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in 
that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 

On  May  12,  1942,  the  three  cases  having  been  consolidated  and  the  con¬ 
signee  having  appeared  by  attorney,  but  no  claim  or  answer  having  been  filed, 
judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be 
destroyed  and  that  all  cost  including  that  of  destruction  be  paid  by  the  consignee. 

3293.  Adulteration  of  frozen  shrimp.  U.  S.  v.  41  Bag's  of  Fresh  Frozen  Shrimp. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7002. 

Sample  No.  69713-E.) 

On  March  10,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  41  bags  of  frozen  shrimp  at  New  York,  N.  Y., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
June  28,  1941,  by  Loop  Fish  &  Oyster  Co.,  from  Mobile,  Ala.,  on  or  about  July 
14,  1941,  by  Hunter  Watson  and  J.  Martin,  and  on  or  about  August  28,  1941,  by 
Hunter  Watson,  both  from  Valona,  Ga. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated 
in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 

On  April  10,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3294.  Adulteration  of  frozen  shrimp.  U.  S.  v.  12  Cartons  and  28  Cartons  of  Frozen 

Shrimp.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

6935.  Sample  Nos.  91007-E,  91008-E.) 

On  March  9,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  40  cartons  each  containing  12  5-pound  blocks  of  fro¬ 
zen  shrimp  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  October  4  and  6, 1941,  in  part  by  St.  John’s  Shrimp  Co.  from 
Savannah,  Ga.,  and  in  part  by  Morgan  City  Packing  Co.  from  Berwick,  La. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Morris  Brand  Fancy 
Shrimp.” 

•  On  April  24,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3295.  Adulteration  of  frozen  shrimp.  U.  S.  v.  15  Boxes  of  Frozen  Shrimp.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6923.  Sample  No. 

91012-E.) 

On  February  25,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  15  10-pound  boxes  of  frozen  shrimp  at  Chicago, 
Ill.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
October  1,  1941,  by  John  Santos  from  Patterson,  La. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 

On  April  10,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3296.  Adulteration  of  frozen  shrimp.  U.  S.  v.  98  Bag:s  of  Fresh  Frozen  Shrimp. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruetion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7021. 

Sample  No.  69719-E.) 

On  March  16,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  98  bags  of  frozen  shrimp  at  New  York,  N.  Y., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
September  11,  1941,  by  Universal  Fish  &  Prawn  Co.  from  Southport,  N.  C. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
decomposed  substance. 

On  April  10,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 
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MISCELLANEOUS 

8207.  Adulteration  of  dried  salt  codfish.  ^  U.  S.  v,  156  Boxes  and  28  Orates  of 
Oodflsli.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

6867.  Sample  Nos.  22792-E  to  22795-E,  incl.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  brown-spot  mold  and 
reddening  spoilage  due  to  the  growth  of  red  bacteria. 

On  February  16,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  California  filed  a  libel  against  86  30-pound  boxes,  67  25-pound  boxes,  and 
3  100-pound  boxes,  and  28  crates  each  containing  12  1-pound  boxes  of  codfish 
at  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  December  19,  1941,  by  Joseph  L.  Sclafani  from  New  York, 
N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or 
in  part  of  a  filthy  and  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part: 
“Gaspe  Export  Regd.  Barachois,  Quebec.” 

On  April  4,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

320S.  Adulteratiuu  of  pickled  heiTing.  U.  S.  v.  9,  5,  and  8  Jars  of  Pickled  Herring. 

Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  de.structlon.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos.  7046, 
7047.  Sample  Nos.  64821-E,  64822-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  decomposed  fish. 

On  March  17,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Ohio  filed  libels  against  22  gallon  jars  of  pickled  herring  at  Youngstown, 
Ohio,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  February  11  and  26,  1942,  by  Nova  Scotia  Salt  Fish  Co.,  Inc.,  from  New 
York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or 
in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  Five  gallons  of  the  article  were  labeled  in 
part:  “Pep-E  Pickled  Sardines  ♦  *  ♦  Contents  1  Gal.  Packed  By  Albert 

Adelman  Detroit,  Mich.” 

On  April  13,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  condemnation 
were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3209.  Adulteration  of  smoked  herring.  U.  S.  v.  185  Boxes  of  Smoked  Herring. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6766. 

Sample  No.  90555-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  decomposed  fish. 

On  January  28,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massa¬ 
chusetts  filed  a  libel  against  185  boxes  of  smoked  herring  at  Boston,  Mass.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  December  17, 
1941,  by  Richter  Bros,  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated 
in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part:  (Boxes)  “Kilty  Smoked  Herring  Nova  Scotia  Salt  Fish  Co. 
Rockville  Yarmouth  Co.,  N.  W.” 

On  April  27,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8300.  Adulteration  of  canned  salmon.  U.  S.  v.  424  Cases  of  Canned  Salmon.  Con¬ 
sent  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  4261  to  4264, 
incl.  Sample  Nos.  60715-B  to  60717-B,  incl.,  60720-E  to  60722-E,  incl.) 

Samples  of  this  product  were  found  to  be  decomposed. 

On  April  8,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of  Wash¬ 
ington  filed  a  libel  against  424  cases,  each  containing  48  cans,  of  salmon  at  Seattle, 
Wash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  September  22,  1940,  by  Morris  Muskatell  from  Port  Althorp,  Alaska ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
decomposed  substance.  Portions  of  the  article  were  labeled  in  part:  (Cans) 
“M  and  J  Brand  Salmon”  or  “Nico  Brand  Alaska  Pink  Salmon.”  The  remainder 
was  unlabeled. 

On  August  4,  1941,  Morris  Muskatell,  claimant,  filed  an  answer  admitting  the 
allegations  of  the  lilDel  and  requesting  permission  to  segregate  and  recondition 
the  product.  The  United  States  attorney,  having  appeared  in  opposition,  the 
court  after  hearing  the  evidence  found  that  the  product  was  a  part  of  a  shipment 
of  salmon  that  the  Government  had  formerly  attempted  to  seize  but  had  been 
prevented  by  the  claimant’s  hiding  and  secreting  it  and  that,  because  of  such 
attempt,  the  request  of  the  claimant  for  release  of  the  goods  should  be  denied. 
Judgment  of  condemnation  and  destruction  was  thereupon  entered. 

On  August  5, 1941,  the  court  granted  a  stay  of  execution  and  on  August  19,  1941, 
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granted  the  claimant  and  the  Government  permission  to  take  further  samples 

and  directed  the  marshal  to  ca,rry  out  the  order  of  destruction. 

« 

aaOl.  Misbranding  of  canned  linked  fisb.  U.  S.  v.  39  Cases  of  Flaked  Fish.  De¬ 
fault  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7008.  Sample 
No.  90386-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  short  weight. 

On  March  9,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Maine  filed  a 
libel  against  39  cases,  each  containing  24  7-ounee  cans,  of  flaked  fish  at  Portland, 
Maine,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  January  29,  1942,  by  Tupman  Thurlow  Sales  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Gloucester, 
Mass. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : 
“Davis  Bros.  Flaked  Fish  Haddock  and  Codfish  *  *  *  Davis  Bros.  Fisheries 

Co.,  Inc.,  Gloucester,  Mass.” 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  on  the  label,  “Net  Weight 
7  Oz.,”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  v^as  short  weight ; 
and  in  that  it  was  in  package  form  and  failed  to  bear  a  label  containing  an 
accurate  statement  of  the  quantity  of  the  contents. 

On  April  25,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3303.  Adulteration  of  oysters.  U.  S.  v.  74  Pints  and  22  Pints  of  Oysters.  De¬ 
fault  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6305.  Sample 
No.  54298-E.) 

This  product  contained  added  water. 

On  November  28,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  96  pints  of  oysters  at  York,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  November  25,  1941, 
by  John  W.  Ruby,  clerk  of  Bob’s  Food  Market  from  Baltimore,  Md. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Extra  Standards  [or  “Selects”] 
*  *  *  Oysters  Packed  By  Union  Fish  Co.  Baltimore,  Md.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  water  had  been  substituted 
wholly  or  in  part  for  it ;  and  in  that  water  had  been  added  thereto  or  mixed  or 
packed  therewith  so  as  to  increase  its  bulk  or  weight  or  reduce  its  quality. 

On  January  29,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3303.  Adulteration  of  oysters.  U.  §.  v.  2,500  Cans  of  Oysters.  Consent  decree 
of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  for  salvagring: 
of  fit  portion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6657.  Sample  No.  30490— E.) 

This  product  contained  added  water. 

On  January  5,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Michigan  filed  a  libel  against  2,500  cans  of  oysters  at  Detroit,  Mich.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  December 
24,  1941,  by  Warren  Oyster  Co.  from  Greenwich,  N.  J. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Sterling  Brand  Ovsters  12-%  Oz. 
Net  Wt.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  water  had  been  substituted 
in  part  for  it ;  and  in  that  water  had  been  added  thereto  or  mixed  or  packed 
therewith  so  as  to  increase  its  bulk  or  weight  and  reduce  its  quality. 

On  January  5,  1942,  Sterling  Oyster  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allega¬ 
tions  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was 
ordered  released  under  bond  for  salvaging  of  the  portion  fit  for  human  consump¬ 
tion  by  removing  the  excess  water,  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration. 


FRUITS  AND  VEGETABLES 

CANNED  FRUITS 

3304.  Adulteration  of  canned  blackberries.  U.  S.  v.  38  Cases  of  Canned  Black¬ 
berries.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 
6767.  Sample  No.  54535-E.) 

This  product  contained  maggots  and  moldy  berries. 

On  January  28,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  38  cases  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans  of  black¬ 
berries  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  August  5,  1941,  by  Litteral  Canning  Co.  from  Fayetteville, 
Ark. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part 
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of  a  filthy  and  decomposed  substance,  to  wit,  maggots  and  moldy  berries.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part :  (Cans)  “Faycano  Blackberries  Packed  in  Water.” 

On  April  2,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3J*05.  Adulteration  of  eanned  hlaekberrics.  U.  S.  v.  80  Cases  of  Canned  Black¬ 
berries.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

6230.  Sample  No.  G0876-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  moldy  berries. 

On  November  14,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
California  filed  a  libel  against  80  cnses  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans  of  black¬ 
berries  at  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in 
interstate  commerce  on  or  about  October  8,  1941,  by  MacDonald  Andrews  Co. 
from  Portland,  Oreg. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part: 
(Cans)  “Stiefvaters’  Best  OK  Supreme  Quality  Blackberries  in  Water.” 

On  April  16,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

Nos.  3306  to  3308,  inclusive,  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  canned 
cherries  that  were  substandard  in  quality  because  of  the  presence  of  excessive 
pits,  but  were  not  labeled  to  indicate  that  they  were  substandard. 

330G.  Misbranding'  of  canned  eberries.  U.  *8.  v.  269  Cases  of  Canned  Cberrie.s. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond 
to  be  relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6101.  Sample  No.  53278— E.) 

In  addition  to  containing  excessive  pits,  this  product  fell  below  the  standard  for 
fill  of  container.  Furthermore,  the  label  indicated  that  the  product  was  packed 
in  cherry  juice ;  whereas  it  was  packed  in  water. 

On  October  30,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
California  filed  a  libel  against  269  cases,  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans,  of  cherries 
at  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  July  22,  1941,  by  Colorado  Growers  Cooperative  from 
Palisade,  Colo. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part : 
(Cans)  “Colorado  Pitted  Red  Tart  Cherries  In  Cherry  Juice.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  statement  “In  Cherry 
Juice”  was  false  and  misleading  since  the  cherries  were  packed  in  water;  (2)  in 
that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for  which  a  definition  and  standard  of  identity 
had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by  law,  and  its  label  failed  to 
bear  the  common  name  [water]  of  the  optional  ingredient  present;  (3)  in  that  it 
purported  to  be  a  food  for  which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by 
regulations  as  provided  by  law,  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  and  its 
label  failed  to  bear  in  such  manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  state¬ 
ment  that  it  fell  below  such  standard;  and  (4)  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food 
for  which  a  standard  of  fill  of  container  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as 
provided  by 'law,  but  it  fell  below  the  standard  of  fill  of  container  applicable 
thereto  since  it  did  not  contain  the  maximum  quantity  of  the  optional  cherry 
ingredient  which  can  be  sealed  in  the  container  and  processed  by  heat  to  prevent 
spoilage,  without  crushing  such  ingredient,  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in  such 
manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  below  such 
standard. 

On  November  28,  1941,  Colorado  Growers  Cooperative,  claimant,  having  admit¬ 
ted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3307.  Misbranding  of  eanned  cherries.  U.  S.  v.  400  Cases  of  Canned  Cherries. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond 
to  be  brought  into  compliance  ^vith  the  law.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6781.  Sample 
No.  73385-E.) 

On  January  28,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Kansas 
filed  a  libel  against  400  cases,  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans,  of  cherries  at  Topeka, 
Kans.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  July  10,  1941,  by 
Loveland  Canning  Co.  from  Loveland,  Colo. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded. 
It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Rainbow  Brand  Water  Pack  Pitted  Red  Sour 
Cherries  *  *  *  Selected  Products,  Inc.  Chicago.  Ill.  Exclusive  Distributors.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  its  quality  fell  below  the  stand¬ 
ard  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by  law  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in 
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such  manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  below 
such  standard. 

On  March  10,  1942,  Loveland  Canning  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  alle¬ 
gations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was 
ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  brought  into  compliance  with  the  law  under 
the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  Subsequently  it  was 
relabeled. 

3308.  Misbranding:  of  canned  cherries.  U.  S.  v.  121  Cases  of  Canned  Cherries. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ortlered  released  under  bond 
to  be  relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6827.  Sample  No.  61542— E.) 

On  October  2,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Virginia  filed  a  libel  against  121  cases,  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans,  of  cher¬ 
ries  at  Norfolk,  Va.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  Sep¬ 
tember  2,  1941,  by  Washington  Packers,  Inc.,  from  Sumner,  Wash. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “  Inavale  Brand  *  *  * 

Pitted  Water  Pack  Royal  Anne  Cherries.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for 
which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by 
law,  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  and  its  label  did  not  bear  in  such 
manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  below  such 
standard. 

On  November  14,  1941,  Barrow-Penn  &  Co.,  Roanoke,  Va.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and 
the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3309.  Misbranding-  of  canned  cherries.  U.  S.  v.  10  Cases  and  20  Cases  of  Canned 

Cherries.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released 
under  bond  to  be  relabeled.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6884.  Sample  Nos.  85618— E, 
85614-E.) 

Both  lots  of  this  product  were  substandard  in  quality  because  more  than  15 
percent  of  the  cherries  in  the  container  were  blemished.  One  lot  was  short 
weight ;  the  other  was  labeled  to  indicate  that  it  was  packed  in  sirup,  whereas  it 
was  packed  in  water. 

On  February  27,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington  filed  a  libel  against  30  cases,  each  containing  G  cans,  of  cherries  at 
Bellingham,  Wash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shiijped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  October  12  and  December  17,  1941,  by  Silverton  Canning  Co. 
from  Silverton,  Oreg. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in 
part:  (Cans)  “Silver  Falls  Cherries  Red  [or  “Dark  Red”]  Sour  Pitted  Choice 
Syrup  [or  “in  Water”]  Contents  6  Lbs.  11  Oz.  [or  “6  Lbs.  14  Oz.”].” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (10  cases)  in  that  the  statement 
“Contents  6  Lbs.  14  Oz.”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that 
was  short  weight,  and  in  that  it  was  in  package  form  and  did  not  bear  a  label 
containing  an  accurate  statement  of  the  quantity  of  contents;  (20  tases)  in  that 
the  statement  “Choice  Syrup”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  cherries 
packed  in  water,  and  in  that  it  purix)rted  to  be  a  food  for  which  a  definition  and 
standard  of  identity  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by  law  and 
its  label  failed  to  bear  the  name  of  the  optional  liquid  packing  medium  present  in 
such  food;  and  (both  lots)  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for  which  a  standard 
of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by  law,  but  its  quality 
fell  below  such  standard  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in  such  manner  and  form  as 
the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  below  such  standard. 

On  March  25,  1942,  Lee  Grocery  Co.,  Bellingham,  Wash.,  claimant,  having  con¬ 
sented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3310.  Misbranding  of  Peach  and  Pear  Mix.  U.  S.  v.  200  Casc-s  of  Peach  and  Pear 

Mix.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ortlered  released  under 
bond  to  be  relabeled.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6605.  Sample  No.  23231— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  consisted  of  pieces  of  peach  and  pear 
of  very  irregular  size  and  shape.  It  also  contained  one  or  two  pieces  of  mara¬ 
schino  cherry,  some  bits  of  grape,  pear  seeds,  skin,  pieces  of  leaves,  stem  par¬ 
ticles,  and  bits  of  pear  calyx. 

On  December  29,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  New  York  filed  a  libel  against  200  cases,  each  containing  48  pound  cans  of 
Peach  and  Pear  Mix  at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  November  22,  1941,  by  the  American  Trading 
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Co.  from  San  Francisco,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was 
labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  .“Jes-so  Peach  and  Pear  Mix  Diced  Peaches  and  Pears 
in  Heavy  Syrup.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  vignette  and  the 
legend  “Peach  and  Pear  Mix  Diced  Peaches  and  Pears”  were  false  and  misleading 
since  they  represented  and  suggested  that  the  articles  consisted  of  diced  pieces 
of  peaches  and  pears,  whereas  it  consisted  of  pieces  that  were  not  diced  but 
were  of  very  irregular  size  and  shape  and  many  of  which  were  extremely  small 
and  mushy;  and  (2)  in  that  it  was  fabricated  from  two  or  more  ingredi¬ 
ents  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  the  common  or  usual  name  of  each  ingredient, 
since  it  contained  ingredients  other  than  peach  and  pear. 

On  March  2,  1942,  Grosberg-Golub  Co.,  Inc.,  Schenectady,  N.  T.,  claimant, 
having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under 
the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3311.  Misbranding:  of  canned  pears.  U.  S.  v.  60  Cases  of  Canned  Pears.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6786.  Sample  No. 
89026-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  substandard  because  all  units 
were  not  untrimmed  or  so  trimmed  as  to  preserve  their  normal  shape,  and  more 
than  10  percent  of  the  units  in  the  container  were  crushed  or  broken. 

On  January  30,  1942,  tbe  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  50  cases,  each  containing  24  cans,  of  pears  at 
Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  November  4,  1941,  by  Washington  Packers,  Inc.,  from  Sumner, 
Wash.;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans) 
“Sunburst  Brand  Halves  Bartlett  Pears  *  «  ♦  Contents  1  Lb.  14  Oz.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food 
for  which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided 
by  law,  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  and  its  label  failed  to  bear,  in 
such  manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  below 
such  standard. 

On  March  31,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3312.  Adulteration  of  diced  fruit.  P.  S.  v.  49  Cans  of  Diced  Fruit  (and  2  addi¬ 

tional  seizure  actions  agrainst  diced  fruit).  Default  decrees  of  condem¬ 
nation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos.  6569,  6588,  6589.  Sample  Nos. 
50354-E  to  50356-E,  inch,  69081-E,  80045-E.) 

This  product  contained  insect  fragments,  rodent  hairs,  and  miscellaneous 
filth  fragments. 

On  December  22  and  24,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  Western 
District  of  Kentucky  and  the  District  of  Maryland  filed  libels  against  49  30-pound 
cans  of  diced  fruit  at  Louisville,  Ky.,  10  30-pound  cans  of  mixed  diced  fruit,  4 
30-pound  cans  of  diced  oranges,  3  30-pound  cans  of  diced  lemon  and  1  open  barrel 
containing  117  pounds  of  diced  fruit  at  Baltimore,  Md.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about 
November  5  to  on  or  about  November  17,  1941,  by  the  Citrus  Ptuit  Specialties 
Co.  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated.  The  article 
was  variously  labeled:  (49  cans,  shipping  carton  for  individual  cans)  “Merita 
Diced  Mixed  Fruit”;  (17  cans)  “Mixed  Diced  Fruit  Contains  Orange  and  Grape¬ 
fruit  Peel”  ;  “Diced  Orange,”  or  “Diced  Lemon”  ;  (side  of  barrel)  “Diced  Fruit  Red 
Contains  Grapefruit.” 

Tbe  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared,  packed,  or  held 
under  insanitary  conditions  wherby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with 
filth. 

On  February  10,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  condemnation 
were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3313.  Misbranding:  of  canned  fruit  cocktail.  U.  S.  v.  800  Cases  of  Fruit  Cocktail. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond 
to  be  relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6672.  Sample  No.  75813— E.) 

This  product  was  not  of  Fancy  quality,  as  labeled. 

On  January  8, 1942,  tbe  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massachusetts 
filed  a  libel  against  800  cases,  each  containing  48  cans,  of  fruit  cocktail  at  Charles¬ 
town,  Mass.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on 
or  about  October  27,  1941,  by  Fruitvale  Canning  Co.  of  Oakland,  Calif.,  from  San 
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Francisco,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part: 
(Cans)  “Finast  Brand  Fancy  Fruit  Cocktail  *  *  *  -  Net  Weight  1  Lb.  1  Oz. 

First  National  Stores  Inc.  Distributors  Somerville,  Mass.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  label  statement  Fancy 
was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  not  Fancy  because  it 
contained  numerous  i)ieces  of  peach  and  pear  material  of  very  irregular  size, 
units  which  were  blemished  because  of  bruises  and  attached  peel,  and  crushed 
grapes  and  grapes  with  cap  stems. 

On  February  3,  1942,  First  National  Stores,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

CANNED  VEGETABLES 

Nos.  331  4  to  3316  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  canned  green  beans 
that  were  not  of  Fancy  quality,  as  labeled,  because  the  beans  were  too  mature. 

3314.  Misbranding  of  canned  green  beans.  IT.  S.  v.  799  Cases  of  Canned  Green 

Deans.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under 
bond  to  be  relabeled.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  (5708.  Sample  No.  90413-E.) 

On  January  19, 1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Rhode  Island 
filed  a  libel  against  799  cases,  each  containing  24  No.  2  cans,  of  green  beans  at 
Providence,  R.  I.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  November  1,  1941,  by  the  Fuller  Canneries  Co.  from  South  Dayton, 
N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans) 
“Richmond  Brand  Fancy  Cut  Green  Beans  First  National  Stores  Inc.  Distributors 
Somerville,  Mass.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  label  statement  “Fancy” 
was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  not  of  Fancy  quality 
because  of  overmaturity. 

On  February  26,  1942,  First  National  Stores,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration. 

3315.  Misbranding  of  canned  string  beans.  U.  S.  v.  25  Cases  of  Stringless  Beans. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  delivered  to  a  local 
charitable  agency.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6249.  Sample  No.  84G09-E.) 

On  November  22,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  25  cases,  each  containing  24  No.  2  cans,  of  stringless 
beans  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  July  19,  1941,  by  National  Retailer-Owned  Grocers,  Inc., 
from  Baltimore,  Md. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in 
part:  (Cans)  “Shurfine  Fancy  Grade  French  Style  Stringless  Beans.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  term  “Fancy  Grade” 
was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  not  of  Fancy  quality 
because  the  beans  were  overmature  and  mealy  and  the  pods  were  fibrous. 

On  January  15,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  a  local  charitable  agency 
for  its  own  use  and  not  for  sale. 

3316.  Misbranding  of  canned  green  beans.  U.  S.  v.  84  Cases  of  Canned  Green 

Beans.  Product  ad.iudged  misbranded  and  ordered  released  under  band 
to  be  relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6796.  Sample  No.  80155— E.) 

On  January  30,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Ohio  filed  a  libel  against  84  cases,  each  containing  24  No.  2  cans,  of  green 
beans  at  Cleveland,  Ohio,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  November  15  and  December  16,  1941,  by  Silver  Creek 
Preserving  Corporation  from  Silver  Creek,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part;  (Cans)  “Cleveland  Eagle  Fancy  Cut  Green 
Beans — Packed  for  the  Eagle  Wholesale  Grocery  Co.,  Cleveland,  O.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  term  “Fancy”  was  false 
and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  not  Fancy  because  the  beans 
were  too  mature. 

On  March  5,  1942,  Silver  Creek  Preserving  Corporation,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  was  entered  finding  the  product 
misbranded  and  ordering  that  it  be  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under 
the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
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3317.  Misbranding:  of  canned  green  beans.  U.  S.  v.  329  Cases  of  Canned  Green 

Beans.  Consent  decree  ordering  tlie  product  released  under  bond  to  be 
relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7151.  Sample  No.  87949-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  not  of  Fancy  quality,  as  labeled, 
because  of  blemished  pieces,  short  nubbins,  and  unsnipped  stem  ends. 

On  April  7,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  West 
Virginia  filed  a  libel  against  329  cases,  each  containing  24  cans,  of  green  beans  at 
Charleston,  W.  Va.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  March  18  and  20,  1942,  by  Land  O’  The  Sky  Mutual  Associa¬ 
tion,  Inc.,  from  Waynesviile,  N.  C. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It 
was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Our  Betsy  Fancy  Cut  Green  Stringless  Beans 
*  *  *  1  Lb.  12  Ozs.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  term  “Fancy”  was  false 
and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  not  of  Fancy  quality  because  of 
blemished  pieces,  short  nubbins,  and  unsnipped  stem  ends. 

On  April  23,  1942,  Lewis,  Hubbard  &  Co.,  Charleston,  W.  Va.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  was  entered  ordering  that  the 
product  be  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration. 

3318.  Adulteration  of  canned  beets.  U.  S.  v.  28  Ca.ses  and  44  Cases  of  Canned 

Beets.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 
7023.  Sample  Nos.  81559-E,  81560-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  in  part  decomposed. 

On  March  14,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado 
filed  a  libel  against  72  cases  of  canned  beets  at  Denver,  Colo.,  which  had  been 
consigned  by  the  Marshall  Canning  Co.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  June  25,  1941,  from  Sugar  Land,  Tex. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  ijart  of 
a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Jack  Sprat  Sliced 
[or  “Cut”]  Beets  *  ♦  *  Distributed  by  Jack  Sprat  Foods,  Inc.,  Marshalltown, 

Iowa.” 

On  April  15,  1942,  the  shipper  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree,  judg¬ 
ment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

Nos.  33  19  to  332  7  feport  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  canned  corn  that  was 
not  of  Fancy  quality,  as  labeled,  because  the  kernels  were  too  mature. 

3319.  Misbranding  of  canned  corn.  U.  S.  v.  31  Cases  of  Canned  Corn.  Decree 

of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  distributed  to  local  charitable  agen¬ 
cies.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7153.  Sample  No.  44747-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  not  of  the  Country  Gentleman 
variety  and  was  not  of  Fancy  quality,  as  labeled. 

On  April  15,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado 
filed  a  libel  against  31  cases,  each  containing  24  No.  2  cans,  of  corn  at  Denver, 
Colo.,  which  had  been  consigned  by  Beaver  Valley  Canning  Co.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  November  6,  1941,  from  Grimes,  Iowa ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Shurfine 
Fancy  Grade  Whole  Kernel  Country  Gentleman  Coim  National  Retailer  Owned 
Grocers,  Inc.  Distributers,  Chicago,  Ill.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  “Fancy  Coun¬ 
try  Gentleman  Corn”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was 
not  of  the  Country  Gentleman  variety  and  was  not  of  Fancy  quality  because 
it  was  too  mature. 

On  April  24,  1942,  Beaver  Valley  Canning  Co.,  owner  of  the  product,  having 
signed  an  acceptance  of  service  and  authorization  for  taking  of  final  decree, 
judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  distributed 
to  local  charitable  agencies. 

3320.  Misbranding  of  canned  corn.  IJ.  S.  v.  114  Case.s  of  Canned  Corn.  Consent 

decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be 
relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6797.  Sample  No.  54473-E.) 

On  January  30,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  114  cases,  each  containing  24  No.  2  cans,  of  corn 
at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  Octo¬ 
ber  18,  1941,  by  Empire  State  Canning  Co.  from  Stacy  Basin,  N.  Y. ;  and  charg¬ 
ing  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cansl  “Uco  Our  Best 
Grade  Fancy  Cream  Style  Golden  Sweet  Corn  *  •  *  xjeo  Food  Corp. 

Newark,  N.  J.  Distributors.” 

492063“— 42 - 4 


90 


[F.  N.  J. 


FO'OD^  DRUG^  AND  COSMETIC  ACT 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  term  “Fancy”  was  false 
and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  not  Fancy  because  it  was  too 
mature. 

On  February  24,  1942,  Empire  State  Canning  Co.  having  appeared  as  claimant, 
judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released 
under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration. 

o321.  Misbranding;  of  canned  corn.  IT.  S.  v.  IH  Cases  of  Canned  Corn.  Consent 
decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be 
relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6241.  Sample  No.  74573-B.) 

On  November  17, 1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey 
filed  a  libel  against  111  cases,  each  containing  24  cans,  of  corn  at  Newark,  N.  J., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
March  5,  1941,  by  Fairmont  Canning  Co.  from  Fairmont,  Minn. ;  and  charging  that 
it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Uco  Fancy  Cream  Style 
Country  Gentleman  Sweet  Corn  Contents  1  Lb.  1  Oz.  *  *  *  uqq  Food  Corp. 

Newark,  N.  J.  Distributors.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  term  “Fancy”  was  false 
and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  not  of  Fancy  quality  because  of 
.  overmaturity  and  lack  of  tenderness  of  the  kernels. 

On  January  9,  1942,  Uco  Food  Corporation,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3322.  Misbranding:  of  canned  corn.  U.  S.  v,  52  Cases  and  172  Cases  of  Canned 

Corn.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under 

bond.  (F.  D.  C.  6878.  Sample  Nos.  73505-E,  73506-E.) 

In  addition  to  the  fact  that  this  product  was  overmature  for  the  designation 
"Fancy,”  a  portion  contained  numerous  pulled  kernels,  considerable  cob,  husk, 
and  silk. 

On  February  17,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Nebraska 
filed  a  libel  against  224  cases,  each  containing  24  No.  2  cans,  of  corn  at  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipiied  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  October  1  and  December  10,  1941,  and  January  12,  1942,  by  low'a  Canning 
Co.  from  Vinton,  Iowa ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled 
in  part:  (Cans)  “Tendersweet  Fancy  Corn  Whole  Kernel  White  Country  Gentle¬ 
man  [or  “Golden  Bantam”].” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  was  labeled  as  of  Fancy 
quality,  which  was  false  and  misleading  since  it  was  not  of  Fancy  quality. 

On  April  13,  1942,  Iowa  Canning  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allegations 
of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered 
released  under  bond  to  be  brought  into  compliance  with  the  law  under  the  super¬ 
vision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  Subsequently  the  product  was 
relabeled. 

3323.  Misbranding:  of  canned  corn.  U.  S.  v.  173  Cases  of  Corn.  Con.seut  decree 

of  condemnation.  Product  released  to  claimant  for  relabeling:.  (F.  D,  C. 

No.  6699.  Sample  No.  73085-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  not  of  “Grade  A”  or  “Fancy” 
quality,  as  labeled,  because  of  overmaturity  of  the  kernels. 

On  or  about  January  20,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western 
District  of  Missouri  filed  a  libel  against  173  cases,  each  containing  24  No.  2  cans, 
of  corn  at  North  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in 
interstate  commerce  on  or  about  October  21  and  November  4,  1941,  by  Keene- 
Belvidere  Canning  Co.  from  Belvidere,  Ill. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  mis¬ 
branded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Kroger’s  Country  Club  Quality 
Brand  Fancy  Whole  Kernel  Yellow  Corn  Golden  Bantam  Hybrid  Grade  A 
*  *  *  Distributed  by  The  Kroger  Grocery  &  Baking  Co.  *  *  *  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Ohio  *  *  *  The  corn  in  this  can  is  from  a  lot  that  has  been 
sampled  and  tested  by  accepted  methods,  and  found  to  be  Grade  A  quality.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  following  label  statements, 
“Fancy,”  “Grade  A,”  and  “The  corn  in  this  can  is  from  a  lot  that  has  been  sam¬ 
pled  and  tested  by  accepted  methods,  and  found  to  be  Grade  A  quality,”  were 
false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  vv^as  not  of  Fancy  or  Grade 
A  quality. 

On  March  14,  1942.  Kroger  Grocery  &  Baking  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
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was  released  to  the  claimant  for  relabeling  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration. 

a324.  Misbranding:  of  canned  corn.  IJ,  v.  35  Cases  of  Canned  Corn.  Default 
decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  delivered  to  a  local  charitable 
agrency.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6863.  Sample  No.  83219-E.) 

On  February  17,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Texas  filed  a  libel  against  25  cases,  each  containing  24  No.  2  cans,  of  corn  at 
Houston,  Tex.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  January 
8  and  February  28,  1941,  by  Marshall  Canning  Co.  from  Marshalltown,  Iowa ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Uncle 
William  Fancy  Country  Gentleman  Corn.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  term  “Fancy”  was  false 
and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  not  Fancy  because  the  kernels 
were  too  mature. 

On  April  15, 1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  a  local  charitable  agency. 

3335.  Misbranding  of  canned  corn.  U.  S.  v.  37  Cases  of  Shoe  Peg  Corn.  Consent 

decree  ordering  the  product  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled.  (F.  D.  C. 
No.  7150.  Sample  No.  87948— E.) 

On  April  7,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
West  Virginia  filed  a  libel  against  37  cases,  each  containing  24  No.  2  cans,  of 
corn  at  Charleston,  W.  Va.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  January  23,  1042,  by  the  H.  J.  McGrath  Co.  from  Balti¬ 
more,  Md. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part ;  (Cans) 
“McGrath’s  Fancy  Shoe  Peg  Corn  Champion  Brand.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  term  “Fancy”  was 
false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  not  of  Fancy  quality 
because  the  kernels  were  too  mature. 

On  April  23,  1942,  Elk  Grocery  Co.,  Charleston,  W.  Va.,  claimant  having  ad¬ 
mitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  was  entered  ordering  that  the  product 
be  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration. 

3336.  Misbranding  of  canned  corn.  U.  S.  w  134  Cases  of  Canned  Corn.  Consent 

decree  of  eondentnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  for  re¬ 
labeling.  (F.  D,  C.  No.  7045  Sample  No.  64827-E.) 

On  March  17,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Ohio  filed  a  libel  against  124  cases  of  canned  corn  at  Youngstown,  Ohio,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  September 
23, 1941,  and  January  5, 1942,  by  Morgan-Adams  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Terre  Haute,  Ind. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded  in  that  the  terra  “Fancy”  was  false  and 
misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  not  of  Fancy  quality  because  the 
kernels  were  too  old.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  “Pride  of  Eugene  *  *  *  Fancy 

Whole  Kernel  Golden  Cross  Bantam  Corn.” 

On  May  22,  1942,  the  Morgan-Adams.  Co.,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  relabeling  in  compliance  with  the  law. 

3337.  Misbranding  of  canned  corn.  U.  S.  v.  518  Case.s  of  Canned  Com.  Consent 

decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be 
relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6561.  Sample  No.  .37592— E.) 

On  or  about  December  30,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern 
District  of  Georgia  filed  a  libel  against  518  cases,  each  containing  24  No.  2  cans, 
of  corn  at  Atlanta,  Ga.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  November  15,  1941,  by  Stokely  Bros.  &  Co.,  Inc.,  from 
Sevierville,  Tenn. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in 
part:  (Cans)  “Southern  Manor  *  *  *  Cream  Style  White  Sugar  Corn 

Grade  A.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  “Grade  A” 
was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  not  Grade  A  because 
of  overmaturity. 

On  January  31,  1942,  Stokely  Bros.  &  Co.,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration. 
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Nos.  3328  to  3334  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  canned  peas  that 
fell  below  the  siondard  of  quality  for  canned  peas  because  of  excessive  mealiness, 
as  evidenced  by  the  fact  that  their  alcohol-insoluble  solids  were  more  than 
23.5  percent,  and  they  were  not  labeled  to  indicate  that  they  were  of  substandard 
quality. 

a828.  3Iisbrandlng  of  canned,  peas.  U.  S.  v.  224  Cases  of  Canned  Peas.  Default 
fleeree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  delivered  to  a  Federal  insti¬ 
tution.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6659.  Sample  No.  30489-E.) 

On  January  6,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Michigan  filed  a  libel  against  224  cases,  each  containing  24  No.  2  cans,  of  peas  at 
Detroit,  Mich.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  November  12,  1941,  by  De  Graff  Food  Co.  from  De  Graff,  Ohio ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part;  (Cans)  “Miami 
Leader  Brand  Sifted  Early  Peas.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food 
for  which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by 
law,  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in 
such  manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  below 
such  standard. 

On  February  5,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  a  Federal  institution. 

3329.  Mi.sbraiitlingr  of  canned  peas.  tJ.  S.  v.  796  Cases  of  Canned  Peas.  Consent 

decree  orderingr  the  product  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled.  (F.  D.  C. 

No.  6748.  Sample  No.  S7300-E.) 

On  January  23,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  . 
West  Virginia  filed  a  libel  against  796  cases,  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans,  of  peas 
at  Charleston,  W.  Va.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  Walker 
[Walter]  English  from  Brownsville,  Wis.,  on  or  about  November  21,  1941 ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Green  Vine 
Brand  *  *  *  Early  Variety  Peas  Packed  By  Browmsville  Canning  Co., 

Brownsville,  Wis.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for 
which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by 
law,  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in  such 
manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  below  such  , 
standard.  ! 

On  February  20, 1942,  Walter  English,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allegations  I 
of  the  libel,  judgment  was  entered  ordering  that  the  product  be  released  under 
bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  j 

3330.  3Ilsbranding  of  canned  peas.  U.  S.  v.  291  Cases  of  Canned  Peas.  Consent  j 

decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  | 
relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6235.  Sample  No.  42780-E.)  i 

On  November  21,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  291  cases,  each  containing  24  No.  2  cans,  of  peas 
at  Erie,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had' been  shipped  on  or  about  October  1,  1941, 
by  McCoy  Canned  Foods  Co.  from  Urbana,  Ohio ;  and  charging  that  it  was  mis¬ 
branded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “McCoy  Brand  Early  June  P«as.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for 
which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by 
law,  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in  such 
manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  below  such 
standard. 

On  January  9,  1942,  McCoy  Canned  Foods  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3331.  Slisbranding:  of  canned  peas.  U.  S.  v.  398  Cases  of  Canned  Peas.  Consent 

decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be 
relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6702.  Sample  No.  87322-E.) 

On  January  16,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Virginia  filed  a  libel  against  398  cases,  each  containing  24  No.  2  cans,  of  peas  at 
Norfolk,  Va.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on 
or  about  July  19,  1941,  by  Melrose  Canning  Co.  from  Baltimore,  Md. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part;  (Cans)  “Loveland  *  ♦  ♦  ; 

June  Peas.”  -  ; 
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The  article  was  allegad  to  he  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for 
which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by 
law,  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in  such 
manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  below  such 
standard. 

On  April  6,  1942,  Melrose  Canning  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allega¬ 
tions  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was 
ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration, 

3332.  31isbraiidingr  of  canned  peas.  U.  S.  v.  169  Cases  of  Canned  Peas.  Consent 

decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be 
relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6238.  Sample  No.  66319-B.) 

On  November  18,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  169  cases,  each  containing  48  ‘cans,  of  peas  at  Chicago, 
Ill.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  July  24, 
1941,  by  John  S.  Mitchell  Co.  [John  S.  Mitchell,  Inc.]  from  Windfall,  Ind. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Contents 
8  Oz.  Avd.  Little  Sport  Brand  Early  June  Peas.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  had  purported  to  be  a  food  for 
which  a  standard  of  quality  had  be$n  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by 
law,  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in  such 
manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  below  such 
standard. 

On  February  6,  1942,  John  S.  Mitchell,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3333.  Misbranding:  of  canned  peas.  U.  S.  v.  349  and  359  Cases  of  Canned  Peas. 

Consent  decrees  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond 
for  relabelinj^.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6350,  6511.  Sample  Nos.  79046-E,  79047-E.) 

On  December  6  and  15,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern 
District  of  Kentucky  filed  libels  against  708  cases  of  canned  peas  at  Covington, 
Ky,,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the 
period  from  on  or  about  June  28  to  on  or  about  July  14,  1941,  by  the  Morgan 
Packing  Co.  from  Austin,  Ind. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Scott  Co.  Garden  Run  Early  June  Peas”; 
or  “Idyl  Brand  *  *  *  Early  June  Peas.” 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for  which 
a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by  law,  but 
its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in  such  manner 
and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  below  such  standard. 

On  January  9,  1942,  the  Morgan  Packing  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  relabeled. 

3334.  Misbranding  of  canned  peas.  U.  S.  v.  46  Cases  and  1^304  Cases  of  Canned 

Peas.  Decrees  of  contlemnation.  Portion  of  product  ordered  released 
under  bond  to  be  relabeled?  remainder  ordered  destroyed.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos. 
6733,  7445.  Sample  Nos.  59877-E,  59884-E,  87327-E.) 

On  January  19  and  May  1,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  Eastern 
District  of  Virginia  and  the  District  of  Maryland  filed  libels  against  46  cases 
each  containing  24  No.  2  cans  of  peas  at  Norfolk,  Va.,  and  781  cases  each  con¬ 
taining  24  No.  2  cans  of  peas  at  Baltimore,  Md.  (libel  amended  on  May  13,  1942, 
to  include  523  additional  cases),  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in 
interstate  commerce  on  or  about  November  11,  1941,  and  January  26  and 
February  2,  9,  and  10,  1942,  by  Chas.  G.  Summers,  Jr.,  Inc.,  from  Baltimore, 
Md.,  and  New  Freedom,  Pa. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was 
labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Legion  Brand  Early  June  Peas.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food 
for  which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided 
by  law,  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in 
such  manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  below 
such  standard. 

On  February  20,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  peas  seized  at 
Norfolk,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered 
destroyed.  On  May  25,  1942,  Chas.  G.  Summers,  Jr.,  Inc.,  claimant  for  the 
peas  seized  at  Baltimore,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment 
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of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond 
to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

aaa.'.  Misbranding'  of  canned  peas.  U.  S.  v.  539  Cases  of  Canned  Peas.  Consent 
decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be 
relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6870,  Sample  No.  84o37-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  not  of  Fancy  quality,  as  labeled, 
because  the  peas  were  too  mature.  Furthermore,  it  fell  below  the  standard  of 
fill  of  container  for  canned  peas. 

On  February  16,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  539  cases,  each  containing  36  1-pound  cans,  of 
peas  at  Brooklyn,  N,  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipx)ed  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  August  17,  1941,  by  Big  Horn  Canning  Co.  from  Cowley, 
Wyo. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans) 
“Moosalina  Brand  *  *  *  Fancy  Sweet  Peas  Packed  For  Moosalina  Products 

Corp.,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  designation  “Fancy” 
was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  not  of  Fancy  quality,  since  it 
consisted  of  too  mature  peas;  and  (2)  in  that  it  purported  to  be  and  was 
represented  as  a  food  for  which  a  standard  of  fill  of  container  had  been  promul¬ 
gated  by  regulation  as  provided  by  law,  but  it  fell  below  such  standard  and  its 
label  failed  to  bear  in  such  manner  and  form  as  the  regulation  specifies,  a 
statement  that  it  fell  below  such  standard. 

On  March  23,  1942,  Moosalina  Products  Corporation,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3336.  Misbranding  of  canned  peas.  U.  S.  v.  17G  Cases  of  Canned  Peas.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5435.  Sample  No. 
53265-E.) 

This  product  was  not  of  Fancy  quality,  as  labeled,  because  of  the  presence 
of  some  hard  peas  and  because  many  of  the  peas  were  too  old  to  be  of  Fancy 
quality. 

On  September  2,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Arizona 
filed  a  libel  against  176  cases,  each  containing  36  cans,  of  peas  at  Phoenix, 
Ariz.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  July  15,  1941,  by  Rogers  Canning  Co.  from  Freewater,  Oreg. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  misbranded  in  that  the  term  “Fancy”  was  false  and  misleading 
because  the  food  was  not  of  Fancy  quality.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part: 
(Cans)  “Iris  Brand  Fancy  Telephone  Sweet  Peas  Net  Weight  1  Lb.,”  or  “Iris 
Brand  Fancy  Mixed  Sizes  Sweet  Peas.” 

On  February  27,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3337.  Misbrandiiig  of  canned  peas.  U.  S.  v.  1,500  Cases  of  Canned  Peas.  Consent 

decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be 
relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6914.  Sample  No.  84548— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  not  of  Fancy  quality,  as  labeled, 
because  the  peas  were  too  mature. 

On  February  26,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  New  York  filed  a  libel  against  1,500  cases,  each  containing  24  No.  2  cans,  of 
peas  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about 
February  4,  1942,  by  Cambria  Canning  Corporation  from  Fall  River,  Wis. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded  in  that  the  term  “Fancy”  was  false  and 
misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  not  of  Fancy  quality  because 
the  peas  were  too  mature.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Pope 
Brand  *  *  *  Fancy  Sweet  Peas  M.  De  Rosa,  Inc.,  Distributors,  New 

York,  N.  Y.” 

On  March  20,  1942,  M.  De  Rosa,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allega¬ 
tions  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was 
ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the  Pood 
and  Drug  Administration. 

3338.  Misbranding  of  canned  peas.  U.  S.  v.  329  Cases  of  Canned  Peas.  Product 

adjudged  misbranded  and  orderetl  released  under  bond  for  relabeling. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  6803.  Sample  No.  80153-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  not  of  Fancy  quality  because  the 
peas  were  too  mature. 
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On  February  5,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Ohio  filed  a  libel  against  329  cases  of  canned  peas  at  Cleveland,  Ohio,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  October  2 
and  November  14,  1941,  by  Comstock  Canning  Corporation  from  Newark,  N.  Y. ; 
and  charging  that  it  -was  misbranded  in  that  the  term  “Fancy”  was  false  and  mis¬ 
leading.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Weideman  Boy  Brand  Fancy  Sweet 
Peas  The  Weideman  Co.  Distributors  Cleveland,  O.” 

On  March  3,  1942,  Comstock  Canning  Corporation,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel  and  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree, 
judgment  was  entered  finding  the  product  misbranded  and  ordering  that  it  be 
released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3330.  Misbrandinjsr  of  canned  mushrooms.  U.  S.  v,  98  Cases  of  Canned  Mush¬ 
rooms.  Decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  6673.  Sample  No.  73088-E.) 

This  product  was  not  of  Fancy  grade,  as  labeled,  because  of  the  presence  of 
blemished  pieces  of  mushroom. 

On  or  about  January  20,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western 
District  of  Missouri  filed  a  libel  against  98  cases,  each  containing  24  cans,  of 
mushrooms  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in 
interstate  commerce  on  or  about  November  15,  1941,  by  Indiana  Mushroom 
Corporation  from  Niles,  Mich. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was 
labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Contents  2  Oz.  Avd.  Shurfine  Fancy  Grade  Sliced 
Button  Mushrooms  National  Retailer-Owned  Grocers,  Inc.  Distributors  *  *  * 

Chicago,  Ill.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  label  statement  “Fancy 
Grade”  was  false  and  misleading  because  of  the  presence  of  blemished  pieces  of 
mushroom  consisting  of  slices  with  black  areas  or  spots  and  dark  gills. 

On  March  10,  1942,  Indiana  Mushroom  Corporation  having  appeared  as  claim¬ 
ant,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  re¬ 
leased  under  bond  to  be  brought  into  compliance  with  the  law  under  the  super¬ 
vision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  Subsequently  it  was  relabeled. 

3340.  Misbranding  of  canned  spinach.  U.  S.  v.  148  and  198  Cases  of  Spinach. 

Consent  decrees  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond 
for  relabeling.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6720.  6722.  Sample  Nos.  23558-E.  2355G-E.) 

This  product  was  not  of  Fancy  quality  because  of  the  presence  of  yellow 
leaves,  excessive  stems,  and  various  extraneous  materials  such  as  grass,  weeds, 
straw,  and  sand  or  grit. 

On  January  16  and  17,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  Eastern 
District  of  Michigan  and  the  Eastern  District  of  New  York  filed  libels  against 
148  cases  of  spinach  at  Detroit,  Mich.,  and  198  cases  of  spinach  at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  De¬ 
cember  19  and  27,  1941,  A.  M.  Beebe  or  A.  M.  Beebe  Co.  from  San  Francisco, 
Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded  in  that  the  term  “Fancy”  was  false 
and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  not  of  Fancy  quality.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Aunt  Nellie’s  Fancy  Spinach  *  *  *  Dis¬ 

tributed  by  C.  B.  Geymann,  Detroit,  Mich.”  ;  or  “Dixie  Lou  Fancy  Spinach  *  *  * 
Packed  for  A.  M.  Beebe  Co.,  San  Francisco.” 

On  February  16  and  March  3,  1942,  Flotill  Products,  Inc.,  Stockton,  Calif., 
claimant  for  the  lot  seized  at  Detroit,  Mich.,  and  A.  M.  Beebe  Co.,  Inc.,  San 
Francisco,  Calif.,  claimant  for  the  lot  seized  at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  having  con¬ 
sented  to  the  entry  of  decrees,  judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and 
the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  relabeling  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3341.  Blisbranding  of  canned  spinueb.  U.  S.  v.  749  Caises  of  Canned  Spinach.  Con¬ 

sent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be 
relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  0726.  Sample  No.  90415— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  not  of  Fancy  quality,  as  labeled. 

On  January  19, 1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Rhode  Island 
filed  a  libel  against  749  cases,  each  containing  24  cans,  of  spinach  at  Providence, 
R.  I.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
December  11,  1941,  by  Deerfield  Packing  Corporation  from  Bridgeton,  N.  J. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  (Cans)  “Finast  Brand 
Fancy  Spinach  Net  Weight  1  Lb.  11  Oz.  First  National  Stores  Inc.  Distributors 
Somerville,  Mass.” 
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The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  term  “Fancy”  was  false 
and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  not  of  Fancy  quality  because  of 
long  stems,  yellow  leaves,  a  few  roots,  flowering  heads,  weeds  or  grass,  and  grit 
or  sand. 

On  February  26,  1942,  First  National  Stores,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

TOMATOES  AND  TOMATO  PRODUCTS 

a342.  Alisbranding:  of  canned  tomatoes.  U.  S.  v.  57  Cases  of  Canned  Tomatoes. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  63.39. 

Sample  No.  4S970-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  substandard  in  quality  because  the 
peel,  per  ijound  of  canned  tomatoes  in  the  container,  covered  an  area  of  more  than 
1  square  inch. 

On  or  about  December  27,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern 
District  of  South  Carolina  filed  a  libel  against  57  cases,  each  containing  24  No.  2 
cans,  of  tomatoes  at  Columbia,  S.  C.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in 
interstate  commerce  on  or  about  August  6,  1941,  by  Burke  County  Packing  Cor¬ 
poration  from  Waynesboro,  Ga. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was 
labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Briar  Creek  Tomatoes.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for 
which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by 
law,  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in  such 
manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  below  such 
standard. 

On  January  21,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed.  It  was  disposed  of  as  hog 
feed. 


3343.  Misbranding  of  canned  tomatoes.  U.  S.  v.  23  Cases  of  Canned  Tomatoes. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  4940. 

Sample  No.  53336-E.) 

This  product  was  substandard  in  that  the  drained  weight  was  less  than  50  per¬ 
cent  of  the  water  required  to  fill  the  container ;  and  the  peel,  per  pound  of  canned 
tomatoes  in  the  container,  covered  an  area  of  more  than  1  square  inch. 

On  June  17,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Arizona  filed  a 
libel  against  23  cases  of  canned  tomatoes  at  Yuma,  Ariz.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  March  10  and  11,  1941,  by 
California  Sanitary  Canning  Co.,  Ltd.,  from  Los  Angeles,  Calif. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Mariposa 
Brand  California  Tomatoes.” 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for  which  a 
standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by  law,  but  its 
quality  fell  below  such  standard  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in  such  manner  and 
form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  below  such  standard. 

On  July  15,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3344.  Misbranding  of  canned  tomatoes.  U.  S.  v.  87  Cases  of  Canned  Tomatoes. 

Consent  decree  ordering  product  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  6886.  Sample  No.  80109-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  not  of  Faiicy  or  Grade  A  quality,  as 
indicated  by  the  labeling,  but  was  standard  or  Grade  C  because  of  poor  color  and 
workmanship.  Nearly  all  of  the  tomatoes  were  cut  very  deeply  in  coring,  allowing 
more  breakdown  than  found  in  Fancy  or  Grade  A  canned  tomatoes. 

On  February  18,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Ohio  filed  a  libel  against  87  cases,  each  containing  24  cans,  of  tomatoes  at  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shiiDped  in  interstate  commerce  on 
or  about  October  14,  1941,  by  Butler  Produce  &  Canning  Co.  from  Butler,  Ind. ;  and 
charging  that  it  wms  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  (Cans)  “Con¬ 
tents  1  Lb.  12  Oz.  A-1  Tomatoes  Packed  Exclusively  for  A-1  Food  Products  Co. 
Cleveland,  Ohio  A-1  Brand  is  your  guarantee  of  the  Finest  Quality.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statements  “A-1”  and 
“Finest  Quality”  were  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  not 
of  Fancy  or  Grade  A  quality  because  of  poor  color  and  workmanship. 
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On  March  31,  1942,  Sahley  Grocery  Co.,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  was  entered  finding  the  product 
misbranded  and  ordering  that  it  be  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

8345.  Adulteration  of  tomato  catsup.  TJ.  S.  v.  California  Conserving  Co., 
Inc.  Plea  of  nolo  contendere.  Fine,  $300.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  2984.  Sample 

Nos.  12547-E,  21042-E,  56469-D.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  that  it  contained  worm  and  insect 
fragments. 

On  May  6,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of  Califor¬ 
nia  filed  an  information  against  California  Conserving  Co.,  Inc.,  San  Francisco, 
Calif.,  alleging  shipment  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  December  8,  1939, 
and  May  1  and  8,  1940,  from  the  State  of  California  into  the  States  of  Massachu¬ 
setts  and  Texas  of  quantities  of  tomato  catsup  that  w’as  adulterated  in  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Moni¬ 
tor  Brand  Tomato  Catsup  Packed  by  California  Conserving  Co.,  Inc.  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  U.  S.  A.” ;  or  “Red  &  White  Brand  Tomato  Catsup  Red  &  White  Corp’n, 
Distributors.” 

On  March  10,  1942,  a  plea  of  nolo  contendere  was  entered  on  behalf  of  the 
defendant  and  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $300. 

Nos.  3346  to  3354  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  tomato  products 
that  contained  decomposed  material,  as  evidenced  by  the  presence  of  excessive 
mold. 

3346.  Adulteration  of  tomato  catsup.  U.  S.  v.  209  Cases  and  704  Cases  of  Tomato 

Catsup.  Consent  decrees  of  condemnation.  Product  ortlered  released 
under  bond  for  salvaging-.  (F,  D.  C.  Nos.  6880,  G981.  Sample  Nos.  73799-E, 
73S00-E.) 

On  February  17  and  March  7,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District 
of  Nebraska  filed  libels  against  913  cases,  each  containing  24  14-ounce  bottles, 
of  tomato  catsup  at  Omaha,  Nebr.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in 
interstate  commerce  on  or  about  July  2,  1941,  and  January  5  and  21,  1942, 
by  Midwest  Food  Packers,  Inc.,  from  Fowlerton,  Ind. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Bottles)  “Brimfull  Brand  Tomato  Catsup 
Distributed  by  H.  A.  Marr  Grocery  Co.,  Denver,  Colorado  [or  “Kitchen  Products 
Inc.  Chicago”].” 

On  April  11,  1942,  Midwest  Food  Packers,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  consented 
to  the  entry  of  decrees,  judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  salvaging  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  The  good  portion  was  segregjited  from 
the  bad  and  released  to  the  claimant. 

3347.  Adulteration  of  tomato  catsup.  U.  S.  v.  175  Cases  of  Tomato  Catsup  (and 

3  additional  seizure  actions  against  tomato  catsup).  Default  decrees  of 
condemnation  and  destruction.  (F,  D.  C.  Nos.  6239,  6384,  6640,  6651.  Sampile 
Nos.  66233-E,  79051-E,  7S052-E,  79604-E,  79338-E.) 

Between  November  21,  1941,  and  January  5,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys 
for  the  Northern  District  of  Illinois,  the  Northern  District  of  Ohio,  and  the 
Eastern  District  of  Kentucky  filed  libels  against  175  cases  of  tomato  catsup 
at  Chicago,  Ill.,  452  cases  at  Findley,  Ohio,  948  cases  at  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and 
90  cases  at  Covington,  Ky.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  October  14  to  on  or  about  Decem¬ 
ber  3,  1941,  by  the  Naas  Corporation,  or  Naas  Corporation  of  Indiana,  from 
Portland  and  Sunman,  Ind. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part:  (Bottles)  “Su-Z-Q  Favorite  Tomato  Catsup  *  ♦  *  Distributed 

by  Royal  Blue  Stores,  Inc.,  Chicago,  Ill.” ;  “Mrs.  Lane’s  Tomato  Catsup  *  *  * 

Foodland,  Inc.,  Distributors,  Cleveland,  Ohio”;  “Glendale  Brand  Tomato  Catsup 
*  *  *  Clover  Farm  Stores  Corporation,  Distributors,  Cleveland,  Ohio” ;  “Dixie 

Tomato  Catsup,  Dixie  Wholesale  Grocery,  Incorporated,  Covington,  Ky.” ;  or 
“Daisy  Hill  *  *  *  Pure  Tomato  Catsup,  Distributed  by  The  Weideman  Co., 

Cleveland.” 

On  February  24  and  26  and  March  6,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared, 
judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 
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8348.  Adulteration  of  tomato  products.  U.  S.  v.  089  Cases  of  Tomato  Puree  and 
185  Cases  of  Tomato  Catsup.  Con.sent  decrees  of  condemnation.  Tomato 
puree  ordered  released  under  bond;  tomato  catsup  ordered  destroyed. 

(P.  D.  C.  Nos.  6675,  70S5.  Sample  Nos.  4363S-E,  4369 1-E,  73483-E.) 

On  January  22  and  March  25,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  Eastern 
District  of  Oklahoma  and  the  District  of  Kansas  tiled  libels  against  689  cases 
each  containing  6  No.  10  cans  of  tomato  puree  at  Muskogee,  Okla.,  and  185  cases 
each  containing  (5  No.  10  cans  of  tomato  catsup  at  Lawrence,  Kans.,  alleging 
that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  February  10 
and  December  19,  1941,  by  Pleasant  Grove  Canning  Co.  from  Orem  and  Pleasant 
Grove,  Utah ;  and  charging  that  they  were  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted 
in  whole  or  in  part  of  decomposed  substances.  The  tomato  catsup  was  labeled  in 
part:  (Cans)  “Pleasant  Grove  Brand  Catsup.”  The  cans  containing  the  tomato 
puree  were  unlabeled. 

On  March  27,  1942,  the  consignee  for  the  tomato  catsup  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  destroyed.  On  May  20,  1942,  Pleasant  Grove  Canning  Co.,  claimant 
for  the  tomato  puree,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of 
condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to 
be  brought  into  compliance  with  the  law  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration. 


i 

I 

i 


3340.  Adulteration  of  tomato  pa«te.  U.  S.  v.  81  Cases  of  Tomato  Pa.ste.  Consent 
decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be 
denatured.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  4030.  Sample  No.  42369-E.) 

On  March  28,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of  New 
York  tiled  a  libel  against  81  cases,  each  containing  100  6-ounce  cans,  of  tomato  paste 
at  Macedon,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  March  6,  1941,  by  the  Springfield  Sugar  Products  Co.  from  Springfield, 
Mass. ;  and  charging  that  it  w^as  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  w’holly  or  in  part  of 
a  decomposed  substance.  The  shipment  consisted  of  goods  originally  shipped  from 
Macedon,  N.  Y.,  to  Springfield,  Mass.,  which  were  returned  to  the  shipper.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part:  (0:ins)  “Scarlati  Tomato  Paste  With  Sweet  Basil 
Packed  By  Hartmann  Canning  Company,  Inc.  Macedon,  N.  Y.” 

On  July  29,  1941,  Hartmann  Claiming  Co.,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  consented  to 
the  entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  denatured,  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  so  that  it  could  not  be  disposed  of  for  human 
consumption. 


3350.  Adulteration  of  tomato  puree.  P.  S.  v.  180  Cases  of  Drehers  Tomato  Puree. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  sold  as  animal  feed 

or  destroyed.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6874.  Sample  No.  65990— E.) 

On  February  17,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  (Colorado 
filed  a  libel  against  180  cases,  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans,  of  tomato  puree  at 
Denver,  Colo.,  which  had  been  consigned  by  Blackinton  &  Sons  Canning  Co., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
December  6,  1941,  from  Ogden,  Utah ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in 
that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Drehers  *  *  *  Extra  Standard  Tomato 

Puree  *  *  Packed  for  the  Dreher  Pickle  Co.,  Denver,  Colorado.” 

On  March  2,  1942,  the  Perry  Canning  Co.,  owner  of  the  product,  having  signed 
an  acceptance  of  service  and  authorization  for  taking  of  final  decree,  judgment 
of  condemnation  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  sold  by  the 
United  States  marshal  to  manufacturers  of  animal  feed  to  be  denatured  before 
resale  by  them — otherwise  that  it  be  destroyed. 

3351.  Adulteration  of  tomato  puree.  U.  S.  v.  141  Case.s  and  77  Ca.ses  of  Tomato 

Puree.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos. 

6977,  7019.  Sample  Nos.  90676-E,  90677-E.) 

On  March  5  and  13,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massa¬ 
chusetts  filed  a  libel  against  218  cases  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans  of  tomato 
puree  at  Boston,  Mass.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  February  2  and  10,  1942,  by  Home  Canning  Co.  from  Bliss- 
field,  Mich. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole 
or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans) 
“Johnson’s  Bestovall  [or  “Our  Table”]  Brand  Tomato  Puree  *  *  *  jj  ^ 

Johnson  Co.  Boston  and  New  York  Distributors  [or  “Packed  For  Webster-Thoinas 
Co.,  Boston,  Mass.”].” 
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On  April  21  and  May  25,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of 
condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3352.  Adulteration  of  tomato  puree.  U.  S.  v.  1,483  Cases,  148  Cases,  and  25  Cases 

of  Tomato  Puree.  Default  decrees  of  flestruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6770, 
7156,  7170.  Sample  Nos.  79655-E,  86540-E,  8G618-E.) 

This  product  not  only  contained  mold  in  all  lots,  but  one  lot  also  contained 
house  flies. 

On  January  31  and  April  6  and  13,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the 
Northern  District  of  Illinois  and  the  Western  District  of  Kentucky  tiled  libels 
against  1,508  cases  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans  of  tomato  puree  at  Chicago,  Ill., 
and  148  cases  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans  of  tomato  puree  at  Louisville, 
Ky.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the 
period  from  on  or  about  November  13,  1941,  to  on  or  about  February  4,  1942,  by 
the  George  Canning  Co.  or  George  Canning  Corporation -from  Morgantown,  Ind. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated.  A  portion  was  labeled  in  part:  (1,483 
cases,  cans)  “Natural  Brand  Tomato  Puree  *  *  Packed  For  B.  A.  Bailton 

Co.  Chicago,  Ill.”  The  remainder  was  unlabeled. 

The  tomato  puree  in  one  lot  seized  at  Chicago  and  the  lot  seized  at  Louisville 
was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decom¬ 
posed  substance.  The  remainder  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  and  decomposed  substance. 

On  April  10  and  May  11  and  12,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments 
were  entered  ordering  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

3353.  Adulteration  of  tomato  puree.  U.  S.  v.  135  Cases  of  Tomato -Puree.  Con¬ 

sent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  denatured  and  sold  as 
animal  food.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6913.  Sample  No.  65999-E.) 

On  February  26,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado 
filed  a  libel  against  135  cases  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans  of  tomato  puree  at 
Denver,  Colo.,  which  had  been  consigned  by  Perry  Canning  Co.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  September  27, 
1941,  from  Ogden,  Utah ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  con¬ 
sisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 

On  March  11,  1942,  Perry  Canning  Co.  having  signed  an  acceptance  of  service 
and  authorization  for  taking  of  final  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  denatured  and  sold  as  animal  food. 

3354.  Adulteration  of  tomato  purcc.  U.  S.  v.  9f)8  Canes  and  291  Cases  of  Tomato 

Puree.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation.  Portion  of  product  ordered 
delivered  to  a  Federal  Institution;  remainder  ordered  destroyed.  (F.  D.  C. 
Nos.  6627.  6647.  Sample  Nos.  73.379-E,  75000-E.) 

On  or  about  January  5  and  16,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the 
District  of  Connecticut  and  the  Western  District  of  Missouri  filed  libels  against 
998  cases  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans  of  tomato  puree  at  Hartford,  Conn., 
and  294  cases  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans  of  tomato  puree  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  September  10  and  November  27  and  28,  1941,  by  Vincennes  Packing  Cor¬ 
poration  from  Plainville  and  Washington,  Ind. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulter¬ 
ated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  A 
portion  of  the  article  (294  cases)  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Pickwick  Tomato 
Puree  *  *  *  Distributed  by  Pickwick  Products,  Inc.,  Kansas  City,  Mo.”  The 

cans  in  the  remaining  cases  were  unlabeled. 

On  April  20  and  24,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  condem¬ 
nation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed.  On  May  1,  1942,^ 
the  decree  of  April  24,  condemning  the  998  eases,  was  amended  to  permit’ 
delivery  of  the  product  to  a  Federal  institution  to  be  used  as  hog  feed  only,  and 
not  for  human  consumption. 


^1:355.  Adulteration  of  tomato  sauce.  tJ.  S.  v.  480  Cases  of  Tomato  Sauco.  Decree 
of  condemnation  and  destruction  witli  costs.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  3782,  Sample 
No.  46741-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  mold  and  insect  fragments. 
On  February  7,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Puerto 
Rico  filed  a  libel  against  480  cases,  each  containing  72  cans,  of  tomato  sauce  at 
San  Juan,  P.  R.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  November  26,  1940,  by  Tuggle-Bdstrom  Co,  (California  Food 
Products)  from  San  Francisco,  Calif.;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in 
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that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  and  decomposed  substance.  It  was 
labeled  in  part:  “Lido  Tomato  Sauce  with  Salt,  Pepivers  and  Spices.” 

On  or  about  February  27,  1941,  Freiria  Hermanos  &  Cia.,  S.  en  C.,  San  Juan, 
P.  R.,  filed  a  claim  for  18  cases  of  the  product  and  petitioned  an  extension  of 
the  return  date  to  April  7,  1941,  and  Stockton  Food  Products,  Inc.,  Stockton, 
Calif.,  filed  a  claim  for  the  entire  lot  and  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel 
and  prayed  release  of  the  product  under  bond.  On  April  22,  1942,  no  further 
action  having  been  taken  by  either  claimant,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  destroyed  and  that  the  costs 
be  taxed  against  the  claimants.  ' 

OTHER  FRUIT  AND  VEGETABLE  PRODUCTS 

3356.  Adulteration  of  apple  butter.  U.  S.  v.  83  Cases  of  Apple  Butter.  Default 

decree  off  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  G1S9.  Sample  No. 

71106-E.) 

This  product  contained  rodent  hairs  and  insect  fragments. 

On  November  8,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  8*2  cases  of  apple  butter  at  Peoria,  Ill.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  October 
6,  1941,  by  Kroger  Grocery  &  Baking  Co.  from  St.  Louis,  Mo. ;  and  charging  that 
it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Jars)  “Kroger’s  Country  Club  Quality  Brand 
Apple  Butter.” 

On  March  23,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  *and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3357.  Adulteration  of  apple  butter.  U.  S.  v.  700  Cases  and  47  Cases  of  Apple 

Butter.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos. 

6260,  6296.  Sample  Nos.  490o6-E,  67931-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  rodent  hairs  and  insect 
fragments. 

On  November  26  and  Dacember  3,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the 
Northern  District  of  Texas  and  the  Eastern  District  of  Arkansas  filed  libels 
against  700  cases  each  containing  12  jars  of  apple  butter  at  Dallas,  Tex.,  and  47 
cases  each  containing  12  jars  of  apple  butter  at  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  September  11  and 
17,  1941,  by  Preserves,  Inc.,  from  St.  Louis,  Mo. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulter¬ 
ated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  and  decomposed 
substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Jars)  “Parkdale  [or  “Blue  Star”] 
Pure  Apple  Butter  *  *  *  Net  Wt.  1  Lb.  12  Oz.  [or  “2  Lbs.”].” 

On  January  12  and  March  26,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments 
of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed.  The 
decree  of  January  12  provided,  however,  that  Preserves,  Inc.,  might  reclaim  the 
caps  and  jars  in  the  700  cases  seized  at  Dallas,  upon  payment  of  all  costs 
incident  to  such  reclamation. 

3358.  Misbraudiug  of  canned  apple  sauce.  U.  S.  v.  128  Cases  of  Canned  Apple 

Sauce.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under 

bond  for  relabeling.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6643.  Sample  No.  37590— E.) 

This  product  was  not  Fancy  because  of  a  number  of  defects,  consisting  of  several 
fairly  large  pieces  of  peel,  portions  of  seeds  and  of  calyx  ends,  and  carpels,  in 
addition  to  countless  small  black  and  brown  specks. 

On  January  2,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
.Georgia  filed  a  libel  against  128  cases  of  canned  apple  sauce  at  Atlanta,  Ga., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
October  19,  1941,  by  the  Bowman  Apple  Products  Co.  from  Mount  Jackson,  Va. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Can) 
“Bowman’s  Fancy  Apple  Sauce.” 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  label  statement  “Fancy”  was  false 
and  misleading  when  applied  to  an  article  that  was  not  Fancy  because  of  its 
numerous  defects. 

On  January  23, 1942,  the  Bowman  Apple  Products  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  relabeling,  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
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3859.  Adulteration  of  jelly.  U.  S.  v.  37  Cartons,  75  Tins,  and  200  Tfns  of  Jelly. 

Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  de^struction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6955, 

6996,  7000.  Sample  Nos.  89310-B,  89314-E,  89316-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  contaminated  with  filth,  such  as 
insect  fragments  and  hairs  resembling  rodent  hairs. 

On  March  2,  6,  and  9,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  Southern 
and  the  Eastern  Districts  of  New  York  filed  libels  against  37  30-pound  cartons 
and  75  30-pound  tins  of  jelly  at  New  York,  and  200  30-pound  tins  of  jelly  at 
Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  February  6,  13,  and  20,  1942,  by  White  Cap  Preserves,  Inc.,  from 
Whippany,  N.  J. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole 
or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it  had  been  preiiared  under  insanitary 
conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part :  “Aranbee  Brand  Highest  Quality  Pure  Apple  &  Raspberry 
Jelly,”  or  ‘‘Fanco  Brand  [or  “White  Cap  *  *  *”]  Imitation  Apple  Jelly.” 

On  March  19  and  April  8  and  23,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments 
of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3360.  Adulteration  of  imitation  fruit  jelly.  U.  S.  v.  10  Cartons  of  Imitation  Fruit 

Jelly.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No. 

6382.  Sample  No.  74899-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  rodent  hairs,  insect  frag¬ 
ments,  and  miscellaneous  filth  fragments. 

On  December  8,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Connecticut 
filed  a  libel  against  10  cartons  each  containing  1  30-pound  can  of  imitation  fruit 
jelly  at  New  Britain,  Conn,,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  November  0,  1941,  by  Vienna  Extract  Co.,  Inc.,  from 
Brooklyn,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under 
insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “D.  L.  Brand  Imitation  Fruit  Jelly.” 

On  May  19,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3361.  Misbramling  of  strawberry  jelly.  U.  S.  v.  51^  Cases  of  Jelly.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6705.  Sample  No. 

83243-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  fell  below  the  standard  of  quality  for 
strawberry  jelly,  since  it  was  insufficiently  concentrated  by  heat,  as  evidenced  by 
the  fact  that  its  soluble-solids  content  was  less  than  65  percent.  It  was  also 
short  of  the  declared  weight. 

On  January  17,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Louisiana  filed  a  libel  against  5114  cases  of  strawberry  jelly  at  New  Orleans,  La., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
December  27,  1941,  by  Martin  Food  Products,  Inc.,  from  Chicago,  Ill. ;  and  charg¬ 
ing  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Jar)  “Pal  Brand  Net  Wt. 
8  Ozs.  Pure  Strawberry  Jelly.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  statement  “Net  Wt.  8 
Ozs.”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  short  weight ; 
(2)  in  that  it  was  in  package  form  and  its  label  did  not  bear  an  accurate  state¬ 
ment  of  the  quantity  of  contents;  and  (3)  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for 
which  a  definition  and  standard  of  identity  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as 
provided  by  law,  but  it  did  not  conform  to  such  definition  and  standard  because 
the  soluble-solids  content  was  less  than  65  percent. 

On  March  25,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3362.  Adulteration  of  fruit  peel  and  jam.  U.  S.  v.  1  Barrel  Fach  of  Chopped 

Orange  Peel  and  Chopped  Lemon  Peel  (and  2  seizure  actions  against  jam) . 

Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6583, 

6584,  6592.  Sample  Nos.  59712-E,  63000-E,  80042-E,  80043-E.) 

These  products  contained  insect  fragments,  rodent  hairs,  and  miscellaneous 
filth. 

On  December  23  and  24,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern 
District  of  Ohio,  the  Eastern  District  of  Michigan,  and  the  District  of  Maryland 
filed  libels  against  1  barrel  containing  472  pounds  of  chopped  orange  peel  and  1 
barrel  containing  447  pounds  of  chopped  lemon  peel  at  Cincinnati,  Ohio;  6  pails 
containing  330  pounds  of  plum  jam  at  Detroit,  Mich. ;  and  7  pails  containing  380 
pounds  of  orange  jam  at  Baltimore,  Md.,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been 
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shipped  in  Interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  October  31  to 
on  or  about  November  25,  1941,  by  Bakers  Food  Products  Co.  from  New  York, 
N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  they  were  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted  in  whole  or 
in  part  of  filthy  substances ;  and  in  that  they  had  been  prepared,  packed,  or  held 
under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  they  might  have  become  contaminated  with 
filth. 

On  February  5,  10,  and  16,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of 
condemnation  were  entered  and  the  products  were  ordered  destroyed. 

33G3.  Adulteration  of  jam  and  fruit  butter.  U.  S.  v.  3  Cases  and  5  Cases  of  Jam 
and  5  Cases  of  Fruit  Butter.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  de¬ 
struction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6154,  6155.  Sample  Nos.  74070-E,  74072-E,  74073-E.) 

These  products  contained  rodent  hairs  and  insect  fragments. 

On  or  about  November  10,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of 
Connecticut  filed  libels  against  a  total  of  8  cases  of  jam  and  5  cases  of  fruit  butter 
at  Bridgeport,  Conn.,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  September  3  and  24,  1941,  by  Max  Ams  from  New  York, 
N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  they  were  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted  in  whole  or 
in  part  of  filthy  substances,  and  In  that  they  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary 
conditions  whereby  they  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  articles 
were  labeled  in  part:  (Jars)  “Bluebell  Golden  Lacqua  A  Pure  Jam  Made  from 
the  California  Dried  Apricot” ;  or  Bluebell  Pure  Lacqua  Fruit  Butter.” 

On  April  24,1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  condemnation 
were  entered  and  the  products  were  ordered  destroyed. 

3364.  Adulteration  and  misbranding:  of  preserves.  U.  S.  v.  24  Cases,  10  Cases,  10 

Cases,  and  16  Cases  of  Preserves.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and 
destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  5090.  Sample  Nos.  53340— E  to  53343-E,  inch) 

These  products  were  deficient  in  fruit. 

On  July  29,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Arizona  filed  a 
libel  against  60  cases,  each  containing  12  2-pound  jars,  of  preserves  at  Yuma, 
Ariz.,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  February  27  and  May  1,  1941,  by  Crown  Products  Corporation  from  Los 
Angeles,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  they  were  adulterated  and  misbranded.  They 
were  labeled  in  part:  (Jar;^)  “Lady’s  Choice  Pure  Strawberry  [or  “Apricot,” 
“Peach,”  “Raspberry,”  “Blackberry,”  “Black  Raspberry,”  “Loganberry,”  “Young- 
berry,”  or  “Boysenberry”]  Preserves.” 

The  articles  were  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  imitation  strawberry,  apri¬ 
cot,  peach,  raspberry,  and  blackberry  preserves,  deficient  in  fruit,  had  been  sub¬ 
stituted  in  whole  or  in  part  for  strawberry,  apricot,  peach,  raspberry,  and  black¬ 
berry  preserves. 

They  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  names  “Pure  Strawberry 
Preserves,”  “Pure  Apricot  Preserves,”  “Pure  Peach  Preserves,”  “Pure  Raspberry 
Preserves,”  and  “  Pure  Blackberry  Preserves”  were  false  and  misleading  as  ap¬ 
plied  to  articles  that  were  deficient  in  fruit;  (2)  in  that  they  were  imitations  of 
other  foods  and  their  labels  fail  to  bear,  in  type  of  uniform  size  and  prominence, 
the  word  “imitation”  and  immediately  thereafter  the  name  of  the  food  imitated ; 
and  (3)  in  that  they  purported  to  be  foods  for  which  definitions  and  standards  of 
identity  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by  law,  but  they  failed 
to  conform  to  such  definitions  and  standards. 

On  October  10,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3365.  Adulteration  of  sweet  relish.  U.  S.  v.  14  Cases,  1  Barrel,  and  82  Cases  of 

Sweet  Relish.  Default  decrees  of  eondemnation  and  destruetion.  (P  D  C. 

Nos.  6957  to  6959,  incl.  Sample  Nos.  70505-E,  70507-E,  70508-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  insect  fragments. 

On  or  about  March  5,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern 
District  of  Florida  filed  libels  against  14  cases  each  containing  24  8-fluid-ounce 
jars,  82  cases  each  containing  12  pint  jars,  and  1  barrel  containing  45  gallons 
of  sweet  relish  at  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  January  19,  20,  and  31,  1942,  by  Cairo  Pickle 
Co.  or  W.  B.  Roddenbery  Co.  from  Cairo,  Ga. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adul¬ 
terated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that 
it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become 
contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Jars  in  cases)  “Cairo 
Beauties  brand  [or  “Pickle  Patch  1  Pint”]  Sweet  Relish.”  The  remainder  was 
unlabeled. 

On  April  27,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  condemnation 
were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 
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I  DRIED  FRUITS  AND  VEGETABLES 

I  oBOO*.  Adulteration  of  dried  apples.  U.  S.  v.  5 10  llaj^s  and  18  Bag-s  of  Dried  Apples. 

Decrees  of  condcissnation.  Portion  of  product  ordered  released  under 
bond  for  segregation  and  destruction  of  unfit  portion;  remainder  ordered 
destroyed.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6302.  6324.  Sample  Nos.  54705— E,  59494— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  insect  fragments  and  rodent 
hairs. 

On  November  28  and  December  1,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the 
Eastern  District  of  Pennsylvania  and  the  Eastern  District  of  Virginia  filed 
libels  against  540'  bags  of  dried  apples  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  18  bags  of  dried 
apples  at  Portsmouth,  Va.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  October  18  and  22  and  November  1,  1941,  by  E.  E.  Eller 
Produce  Co.,  Inc.,  from  North  Wilkesboro,  N.  C. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  -filthy  substance,  and  in 
that  it  had  been  packed  and  held  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might 
i  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  bags  containing  the  product  were 
.  unlabeled.  ^ 

On  January  23,  1942,  E.  E.  Eller  Produce  Co.,  Inc.,  having  appeared  as  claimant 
for  the  product  seized  at  Philadelphia,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered 
i  and  it  was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  segregation  and  destruction  of  the 
'  unfit  portion  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  On 
February  28,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  apples  seized  at  Ports¬ 
mouth,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered 
!  destroyed. 

.3:’(>7.  Adulteration  of  dried  figs.  U.  S.  v.  8  Cases  of  Figs.  Default  decree  of 
condemnatioii  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6683.  Sample  No.  85129— B.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  infested  with  mites. 

On  January  9,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
1  Washington  filed  a  libel  against  8  cases  each  containing  25  pounds  of  dried  figs  at 
I  Seattle,  Wash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
!  on  or  about  April  31,  1941,  by  California  Packing  Corporation  from  San  Fran- 
'  cisco,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole 
:  or  in  part  of  a  filtliy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Roeding’s 
!  Fancy  Quality  Sphinx  Bi’and  Black  Figs  Sun  Dried  *  ♦  Packed  By 

I  Koeding  Pig  &,  Olive  Co.  Fresno  Calif.” 

On  April  27,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
I  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

oBBS.  Misbranding  of  pitted  dates.  IJ.  S.  v.  14  Dozen  Packages  of  Pitted  Dates. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  delivered  to  a  local 
charitable  agency.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6526.  Sample  No.  84704-E.) 

!  This  product  occupied  only  about  82.4  percent  of  the  capacity  of  its  container. 

On  December  16,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New 
Jersey  filed  a  libel  against  14  dozen  packages  of  pitted  dates  at  Newark,  N.  J., 

!  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
i  November  12,  1941,  by  the  American  Fig  &  Date  Co.  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ; 

!  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded  in  that  its  container  w^as  so  made,  formed, 
or  filled  as  to  be  misleading.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Spear  Brand 
1  Pitted  Dates  6  Ozs.  Net  Wgt.” 

On  January  19,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
I  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  a  local  charitable  agency, 

I  conditioned  that  said  agency  first  destroy  the  labels. 

j  :»B(>J).  Adulteration  of  dried  peaches.  U.  S.  v.  235  Boxes  of  Dried  Peaches.  De- 
i  fault  decree  of  condemnatioii  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6860.  Sample 

i  No.  71679-E.) 

I  Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  insect-infested  and  dirty. 

I  On  February  12,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  Arkansas  filed  a  libel  against  235  25-pound  boxes  of  dried  peaches  at  Para- 
gould.  Ark.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  November  13,  1941,  by  Hurt  Grocer  Co.  from  Memphis,  Tenn. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Sail-Maker  Brand  Kecleaiied 
California  Peaches  Packed  By  Vagim  Packing  Co.  Fresno,  Cal.” 

On  April  15,  19"12,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 
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Nos.  33  70  to  33  73  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  dried  fruits  that  i 
were  insect-infested. 

3370.  Adulteration  of  eviiporated  peaches.  U.  S.  w  300  Boxes  and  221  Boxes  of 

Peaches.  Decrees  of  condemnation  and  <lestruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6609, 
7082.  Sample  Nos.  39784-E,  71732-E,  71757-E.) 

On  December  31,  1941,  and  March  21,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for 
the  Northern  District  of  Illinois  and  the  Western  District  of  Tennessee  filed 
libels  against  300  25-pound  boxes  of  peaches  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  221  25-pound 
boxes  of  peaches  at  Lexington,  Tenn.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  J 
in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  October  27,  1941,  by  Vagim  Packing  Co.  from  | 
Fresno,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Sail- 
Maker  Brand  Recleaned  California  Peaches.” 

On  April  10,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  peaches  seized  at 
Chicago,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  -was  ordered 
destroyed.  On  June  1,  1942,  the  consignee  of  the  lot  seized  at  Lexington  having 
appeared  for  the  purpose  of  securing  samples  but  having  taken  no  further 
action  and  no  other  claimant  or  intervenor  having  appeared,  judgment  of  con¬ 
demnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3371.  Adulteration  of  dried  pears.  U.  S.  v.  818  Cases  of  Dried  Pears.  Default 

decree  of  eondemiiation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6352.  Sample  No. 
22865-E.) 

On  December  10,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  New  York  filed  a  libel  against  818  cases  each  containing  25  pounds  of  dried 
pears  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  November  14,  1941,  by  Jack  Gomperts  &  Co.  from 
’Oakland,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Victoria 
Brand  Extra  Choice  California  Pears  Distributors  Catz  American  Co.  Inc.  New 
York  N.  Y.” 

On  April  9,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3372.  Adulteration  of  prunes.  U.  S.  v.  32  Boxes  of  Prunes.  Default  decree  of 

condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6769.  Sample  No.  85768— E.) 

On  January  29,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington  filed  a  libel  against  32  25-pound  boxes  of  prunes  at  Tacoma,  Wash.,  ! 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
August  13,  1941,  by  H.  S.  Gile  &  Co.  from  Roseburg,  Oreg. ;  and  charging  that 
it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part ;  “Beaver  Brand  Evaporated  *  *  *  Prunes.” 

On  April  11,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3.373.  Adulteration  of  raisins.  U.  S.  v.  18  Casc.s  of  Raisins.  Default  decree  of 
condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6818.  Sample  No.  85615— E.) 

On  February  7,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of  ' 
Washington  filed  a  libel  against  18  cases  each  containing  30  pounds  of  raisins  at  ! 
Bellingham,  Wash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shijjped  in  interstate  com- 
n>erce  on  or  about  October  12,  1940,  by  the  Northern  Grocery  Co.  from  Alameda, 
Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  "was  labeled  in  part :  “Sun  King  Brand 
Fancy  Seeded  Muscat  Raisins,  California  Raisin  Co.,  E'resno,  CalPfornia.” 

On  April  27, 1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

Nos.  33  74  to  33  76  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  beans  that  were 
insect-infested  and  moldy. 

3374.  Adulteration  of  red  kidney  beans.  U.  S.  v.  38  Bags  of  Beans.  Default  de¬ 
cree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6830.  Sample  No 
83674-E.) 

On  February  10,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Louisiana  filed  libels  against  38  100-pound  bags  of  dried  beans  at  New  Orleans, 
La.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  by  Coopera¬ 
tive  G.  L.  F.  Produce,  Inc.,  from  Phelps,  N.  Y.,  on  or  about  February  24,  1941; 
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*1  au(l  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
^  filthy  and  decomposed  substance. 

On  March  25,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
i  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3375.  Adulteration  of  red  kidney  beans.  U.  S.  v'.  47  Bags  of  Beans.  Default  decree 
of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6842.  Sample  No.  83676— E.) 

On  February  10,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Louisiana  filed  a  libel  against  47  100-pound  bags  of  beans  at  New  Orleans,  La., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  by  Elmer  G. 
Porter  from  Gaywood,  N.  Y.,  on  or  about  February  22,  1941 ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  and  decomposed 
substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “G.  L.  F.  Quality  *  *  *  Packed 

By  Cooperative  G.  L.  F.  Produce,  Inc.  Phelps  N.  Y.” 

On  March  25,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

337G.  Adulteration  of  dried  white  beans.  U.  S.  v.  GO  Bags  of  Beans.  Default 
decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6829.  Sample  No. 
83671-E.) 

On  February  10,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Louisiana  filed  libels  against  60  100-pound  bags  of  beans  at  New  Orleans,  La., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  by  Yale  Elevator 
Co.  from  Yale,  Mich.,  on  or  about  December  7,  1940 ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  and  decomposed 
substance. 

On  March  25,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

POULTRY 

Nos.  337  7  to  3383  report  actions  based  on  interstate  shipments  of  poultry 
that  was  in  whole  or  in  part  the  product  of  diseased  animals  and/or  decomposed. 

3377.  Adulteration  of  turkeys.  U.  S.  v.  John  Rajanond  Clymer  (Denison  Poultry 
&  Egg  Co.).  Plea  of  nolo  contendere.  Fine,  $50.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5483. 

Sample  No.  56512-E.) 

On  November  10,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Texas  filed  an  information  against  John  Raymond  Clymer,  trading  as  Denison 
Poultry  &  Egg  Co.  at  Denison,  Tex.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  December 
9,  1940,  from  the  State  of  Texas  into  the  State  of  New  York  of  a  quantity  of 
turkeys  that  were  adulterated  in  that  they  were  in  whole  or  in  part  the  product 
of  diseased  animals. 

On  April  6,  1942,  the  defendant  having  entered  a  plea  of  nolo  contendere,  the 
court  imposed  a  fine  of  $50. 

3.378.  Adulteration  of  dressed  poultry.  U.  S.  v.  Cranbury  Feed,  Poultry  & 
Hatchery,  Inc.,  and  Michael  Pack.  Pleas  of  guilty.  Corporation  lined 
$150  on  count  1  and  $1,000  on  remaining  counts;  payment  of  $1,000  fine 
suspended.  Individual  defendant  lined  $100  on  count  1;  lined  $1,000  on 
remaining  counts  with  jail  sentence  of  3  months,  but  payment  of  latter 
line  and  imposition  of  jail  sentence  suspended  and  defendant  placed  on 
probation  for  1  year.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  2972.  Sample  Nos.  34458— E,  34475-E.) 

This  product  was  found  to  consist  in  part  of  diseased  and  emaciated  poultry, 
or  of  poultry  that  had  died  otherwise  than  by  slaughter. 

On  October  15,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey 
tiled  an  information  .against  Cranbury  Feed,  Poultry  &  Hatchery,  Inc.,  Cranbury, 
N.  J.,  and  Michael  Pack,  alleging  shipment  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
September  27,  October  11,  and  November  29,  1940,  from  the  State  of  New  Jersey 
into  the  State  of  New  York  of  quantities  of  dressed  poultry  that  was  adulterated. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  was  in  whole  or  in  part 
the  product  of  diseased  animals,  and  in  that  it  was  in  whole  or  in  part  unfit 
for  food.  Portions  were  alleged  to  be  adulterated  further  in  that  it  was  in 
whole  or  in  part  the  product  of  animals  which  had  died  otherwise  than  by 
slaughter. 

On  January  30,  1942,  pleas  of  guilty  having  been  entered  on  behalf  of  both 
defendants,  the  court  imposed  on  the  corporation  a  fine  of  $150  on  count  1  and 
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fines  of  $500  on  each  of  counts  2  and  3,  which  latter  fines  were  suspended.  The 
individual  defendant  was  fined  $100  by  the  court  on  count  1  and  $500  each  on 
counts  2  and  3  and  in  addition  was  given  a  sentence  of  3  months.  The  jail 
sentence  and  the  $500  fines  imposed  on  the  individual  defendant  were  suspended 
by  the  court,  and  the  defendant  was  placed  on  probation  for  1  year. 

3379.  Adulteration  of  dressed  poultry.  U.  S.  v.  Furman  &  Co«  Inc.,  and  Jacob 

Furman.  Pleas  of  g-uilty.  Fines  of  $15  and  $10.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  2959. 

Sample  No.  34460-E.) 

On  April  3,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massachusetts 
filed  an  information  against  Furman  &  Co.,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and  Jacob 
Furman,  its  president.  Canton,  Mass.,  alleging  shipment  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  September  80,  1940,  from  the  State  of  Massachusetts  into  the  State 
of  New  York  of  a  quantity  of  poultry  that  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted 
in  whole  or  in  part  of  the  product  of  diseased  animals,  namely,  diseased  poultry. 

On  April  21,  1942,  pleas  of  guilty  were  entered  on  behalf  of  both  defendants 
and  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $15  against  .the  corporation  and  $10  against  the 
individual  defendant. 

3380.  Adulteration  of  poultry.  U.  S.  v.  13  Boxes,  8  Boxes,  and  4  Boxes  of  Fowl.  j| 

Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6908 

to  6910,  inch  Sample  Nos.  62452-E  to  62454-E,  Inch) 

On  February  5,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois  filed  libels  against  25  boxes  of  poultry  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or 
about  July  24  to  on  or  about  October  29,  1941,  by  Lanesboro  Produce  &  Hatchery 
Co.  from  Wells,  Minn. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted 
in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance,  and  in  that  it  was  in  whole  or 
in  part  the  product  of  diseased  animals. 

On  April  8,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  condemnation 
were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3381.  Adulteration  of  poultry.  U.  S.  v.  13  Barrels  of  Poultry.  Default  decree  of  I 

condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7057.  Sample  No.  69375— E.)  l! 

On  March  20,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  New  !j 
York  filed  a  libel  against  13  barrels  of  poultry  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  1 
the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  March  10,  1942,  by  the  Eagle  Poultry 
Co.  from  Frankford,  Del. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  con-  m 
sisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance,  decomposed  poultry,  and  j 
was  in  whole  or  in  part  the  product  of  diseased  animals.  The  article  was  ; 
labeled  in  part :  “Blanchard.”  l 

On  April  8,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  i 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed,  , 

3382.  Adulteration  of  poultry.  U.  S.  v.  3  Barrels  of  Broilers.  Default  decree  of  ' 

condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6911.  Sample  No.  62455— E.)  ' 

On  February  6,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  3  barrels  of  broilers  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  alleging  that  ; 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  January  21,  1942,  by  the  ' 
Detroit  Refrigerating  Co.  from  Detroit,  Mich. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adul-  ‘ 
terated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  , 

On  April  8, 1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  ; 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3383.  Adulteration  of  dressed  chickens.  U.  S.  v.  1  Barrel  of  Dressed  Chickens. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6907. 

Sample  No.  62451-E.) 

On  January  23,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  1  barrel  of  dressed  chickens  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  alleg-  i 
ing  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  In  Interstate  commerce  on  or  about  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1941,  by  Pruitt  Produce  Co.  from  Muskogee,  Okla. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 

On  April  24,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  nroduct  was  ordered  destroyed. 
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NUTS  AND  NUT  PRODUCTS 

Nos.  3384  to  338  7  report  actions  based  on  interstate  shipments  of  pecans 
that  were  contaminated  with  fecal  Escherichia  coli. 

3384.  Adulteration  of  pecan  pieces.  U.  S.  v.  Isadore  J.  Fisher  (John  Fisher 

Pecan  Co.).  Piea  of  nolo  contendere.  Fine  of  $50  on  one  count  and  $100 

on  the  remaining  four  counts;  payment  of  latter  suspended  for  1  year. 

(P.  D.  C.  No.  5533.  Sample  Nos.  21838-E.  21839-E,  43244-E,  47280-E,  47232-E, 

47233-E,  47248-E.) 

On  January  16,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Texas  filed  an  information  against  Isadore  J.  Fisher,  trading  as  John  Fisher 
Pecan  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex.,  alleging  shipment  within  the  period  from  on  or  about 
December  24, 1940,  to  on  or  about  February  17,  1941,  from  the  State  of  Texas  into 
the  States  of  Illinois,  Nebraska,  and  California  of  quantities  of  pecan  pieces 
which  were  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  filthy  sub¬ 
stances.  Portions  of  the  article  were  labeled  in  part:  “Lone  [design  of  star] 
Brand.” 

On  February  24,  1942,  a  plea  of  nolo  contendere  was  entered  on  behalf  of  the 
defendant,  and  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $50  on  the  first  count  of  the  information 
and  $100  on  the  remaining  four  counts,  payment  of  the  latter  fine  being 
suspended  for  1  year. 

3385.  Adulteration  of  pecans.  U.  S.  v.  4  Cases  of  Pecans,  et  al.  Default  decree 

of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6879.  Sample  No.  54477-E,) 

On  February  14,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  4  cases  each  containing  10  5-pound  cartons 
and  4  cases  each  containing  60  pounds  of  pecan  meats  at  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
January  19,  1942,  by  Acker  Pecan  Products  Co.  from  Albany,  Ga. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance, 
to  wit,  Escherichia  coli  and  rodent  hairs. 

On  April  1,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeareed,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3386.  Adulteration  of  pecan  meats.  U.  S.  v.  14  Boxes  of  Pecan  Meats.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6761.  Sample  No. 

70309-E.) 

On  or  about  January  30,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern 
District  of  Florida  filed  a  libel  against  5  30-  or  35-pound  boxes,  1  20  pound  box, 
and  8  5-pound  boxes  of  pecan  meats  at  Miami,  Fla.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  January  3,  1942,  by  Blumenfeld 
Pecan  Co.  from  Hartford,  Ala. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 

On  April  21,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3387.  Adulteration  of  pecans.  U.  S.  v.  2  Cartons  and  2  Cartons  of  Pecans.  De¬ 

fault  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7051.  Sample 

No.  84269-E.) 

On  March  17,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  New 
York -filed  a  libel  against  4  cartons  of  pecans  at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  February  20,  1942, 
by  Wilder  Pecan  Co.  from  Albany,  Ga. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in 
that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 

On  April  22, 1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3388.  Adulteration  of  pecans.  U.  S.  v.  5  Cases  of  Pecans.  Default  decree  of  con¬ 

demnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6694.  Sample  No.  85753-B.) 

This  product  was  infested  with  live  insects  and  worms. 

On  January  14,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington  filed  a  libel  against  5  cases  each  containing  60  pounds  of  pecan  halves 
and  pieces  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  on  or  about  October  6,  1941,  by  Azar  Bros,  from  El  Paso,  Tex. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part 
of  a  filthy  substance. 

On  April  27,  1042,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 
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3389.  Adulteration  of  walnuts.  U.  S.  v.  48  Bagr-s  of  Walnuts.  Consent  decree 

of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  for  segregation 
and  destruction  of  unfit  portion.  (F,  D.  C.  No.  6375.  Sample  No.  84202— E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  wormy,  moldy,  rancid, 
and  decomposed  nuts.  I 

On  December  9,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  New  York  filed  a  libel  against  48  100-pound  bags  of  walnuts  at  New  York, 

N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commeice  on  or 
about  October  15,  1940,  by  B  O  Nut  Corporation  from  San  Francisco,  Calif. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of 
a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Tip-Top  Brand  Jumbo 
Payne  Walnuts.” 

On  January  9,  1942,  B  &  O  Nut  Corporation,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  ; 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  segregation  and  destruction  of  the  unfit 
portion  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3390.  Adulteration  of  mixed  nuts.  U.  S.  v.  125  Cartons  of  Nuts.  Consent  decree 

of  condemnation.  Product  orderecl  released  under  bond  for  destruction 
of  unfit  portion.  (F.  I).  C.  No.  6520.  Sample  Nos.  79350— E,  79351— E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  moldy,  rancid,  or  decom¬ 
posed  Brazil  niits. 

On  December  15,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Ohio  filed  a  libel  against  125  25-pound  cartons  of  mixed  nuts  at  Canton, Ohio, 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
October  9  and  November  21,  1941,  by  Red  Line  Commercial  Co.,  Inc.,  from  New 
York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or 
in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Carton) 

“  Poppy  Brand  Choice  Mixed  Nuts  *  *  *  Purity  Spice  &  Seed  Mills  New 

York,  N.  Y.” 

On  March  11,  1942,  Red  Line  Commercial  Co.,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  destruction  of  the  unfit  portion 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  : 

PEANUT  BUTTER 

I 

3391.  Adulteration  of  peanut  butter.  U.  S.  x.  20  Cases,  15  Cases,  and  22  Cases  I 

of  Peanut  Butter  (and  2  other  seizure  actions  against  peanut  butter). 
Default  decrees  of  <*ondemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos.  6790,  i 
6791,  6932,  6933.  Sample  Nos.  70415-E,  70417-E,  70733-E,  70736-E.)  i 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  contaminated  with  filth,  such  ! 
as  rodent  hair  fragments,  insect  fragments,  and  dirt. 

On  January  30  and  February  27,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the 
Eastern  District  of  Tennessee  and  the  Western  District  of  North  Carolina  filed 
libels  against  the  following  quantities  of  peanut  butter :  35  cases  each  containing 
12  2-pound  jars,  20  cases  each  containing  24  1-pound  jars,  and  22  cases  each 
c  ontaining  24  6-ounce  jars  at  Chattanooga,  Tenn. ;  and  82  cases  each  containing  i 
24  6-ounce  jars  at  Hickory,  N.  C.,  and  300  cases  each  containing  24  6-ounce  jars  at  i 
Charlotte,  N.  C.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  December  9  and  31,  1941,  and  January  3  and  17,  1942,  by  Dillon  ' 
Candy  Co.  from  Jacksonville,  Fla.;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated.  It  j 
was  labeled  in  part:  (Jars)  “Dillon’s  Peanut  Butter.”  i 

The  portion  of  the  product  at  Chattanooga  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  ' 
that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  or  decomposed  substance  or  j 
was  otherwise  unfit  for  food.  The  remainder  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  j 
it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  ! 

On  or  about  March  16  and  on  April  6,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judg-  ' 
merits  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed.  j 

3392.  Adnlteratlon  of  peanut  butter.  U.  S.  v.  79  Cases  and  45  Cases  of  Peanut  j 

Butter.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  i 
7034,  7035.  Sample  Nos.  70744-E.  70745-E.)  j 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  dirt.  | 

On  March  21,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of  * 
North  Carolina  filed  libels  against  79  cases  of  peanut  butter  at  Lincolnton,  N.  C.,  i 
and  45  cases  of  peanut  butter  at  Statesville,  N.  C.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  | 
been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  January  10  and  20,  1942,  by  j 
Robertson  Peanut  Co.  from  Clayton,  Ala.;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated 
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in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part:  “Delicious  Brand  Peanut  Butter  Peanuts  and  Salt.” 

On  May  23,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  condemnation 
were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3393.  Misbranding'  of  peanut  butter.  U.  S.  v.  399  Cases  and  89  Cases  of  Peanut 

Butter.  ■  Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released 
under  bond  for  repackaging.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7016.  Sample  Nos.  71281-E, 
71282-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  short  of  the  declared  weight. 

On  March  12,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Missouri  filed  a  libel  against  388  cases  of  peanut  butter  at  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
J anuary  15,  1942,  by  Sweet  Adeline  Poods,  Inc.,  from  Louisville,  Ky. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Bed  Robe 
Brand  Pure  Peanut  Butter  *  *  *  Cont.  16  Ozs.  General  Grocer  Co.  St.  Louis, 

Mo.” ;  or  “Nation  Wide  Pure  Peanut  Butter  *  *  *  Cont.  16  Ozs.  Nation 

Wide  Service  Grocers  St.  Louis,  Mo.” 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  “Cont.  16  Ozs.”  was 
false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  short  weight ;  and  in  that 
it  was  in  package  form  and  failed  to  bear  a  label  containing  an  accurate 
statement  of  the  quantity  of  the  contents. 

On  April  27,  1942,  the  General  Grocer  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  reshipped  to  Sweet 
Adeline  Foods,  Inc.,  to  be  repackaged  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration. 

OLIVE  OIL 

Nos.  3394  to  3399  report  actions  based  on  interstate  shipments  of  vegetable 
oil  containing  little  or  no  olive  oil  (portions  of  which  were  artificially  colored 
and  flavored)  that  were  labeled  as  consisting  either  entirely  or  in  large  part  of 
olive  oil.  In  practically  all  cases  the  essential  ingredient  was  identified  as 
cottonseed  oil. 

3394.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  olive  oil.  U.  S.  v.  Columbia  Tea  Co.  Plea 

of  guilty.  Fine,  8250  on  1  count;  imposition  of  sentence  on  remaining 
counts  suspended.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  5484.  Sample  Nos.  36626— E  to  36628— E,  incl.) 

On  October  20,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Rhode 
Island  filed  an  information  against  Columbia  Tea  Co.,  a  corporation,  Providence, 
R,  I.,  alleging  delivery  for  introduction  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
September  23  and  October  7,  1940,  from  the  State  of  Rhode  Island  into  the 
State  of  Massachusetts  of  quantities  of  olive  oil  which  was  adulterated  and 
misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Puglia  Brand  Superfine  Pure  Olive  Oil” ; 
or  “Pure  Stella  Alpino  Brand  Imported  Olive  Oil.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  (1)  in  that  a  substance  consisting 
essentially  of  cottonseed  oil,  artifically  flavored  and  artifically  colored  and  con¬ 
taining  little  or  no  olive  oil  had  been  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  olive  oil, 
which  it  purported  to  be ;  (2)  in  that  it  was  inferior  to  olive  oil,  and  its  inferi¬ 
ority  had  been  concealed  by  the  addition  of  artificial  flavor  and  artificial  color; 
and  (3)  in  that  artificial  flavor  and  artificial  color  had  been  added  thereto  or 
mixed  or  packed  therewith  so  as  to  make  it  appear  better  and  of  greater  value 
than  it  was. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded:  (1)  In  that  (Puglia  brand)  the  design  of  a 
crown,  shield  and  olive  branches  and  fruit,  and  the  statements  “Imported  Pure 
Olive  Oil  *  *  *  Superfine  Pure  Olive  Oil  Imported  from  Lucca-Italy 

*  *  *  This  olive  oil  is  guaranteed  to  be  absolutely  pure  under  any  chemical 

analysis.  Recommended  for  table  use  and  medicinal  purposes  [and  similar 
statements  in  Italian],”  and  (Stella  Alpino  brand)  “Imported  from  Italy 

*  *  *  Pure  *  *  *  Imported  Olive  Oil  *  *  *  This  imported  Olive  Oil 

is  guaranteed  by  us  to  be  absolutely  pure  and  specially  adapted  for  medicinal 
and  table  uses  [and  similar  statements  in  Italian],”  borne  on  the  labels,  were 
false  and  misleading  in  that  they  represented  and  suggested  that  the  article 
consisted  wholly  of  olive  oil  imported  from  Italy;  whereas  it  did  not  consist 
wholly  of  olive  oil  imported  from  Italy.  (2)  In  that  it  was  offered  for  sale 
under  the  name  of  another  food,  namely,  olive  oil.  (3)  In  that  it  was  an  imi¬ 
tation  of  another  food  and  its  label  did  not  bear  in  type  of  uniform  size  and 
prominence  the  word  “imitation,”  and  immediately  thereafter  the  name  of  the 
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food  imitated,  i.  e.,  olive  oil.  (4)  In  that  it  was  in  package  form  and  did  not 
bear  a  label  containing  the  name  and  place  of  business  of  the  manufacturer, 
packer,  or  distributor.  (5)  In  that  the  information  required  by  or  under 
authority  of  the  law  to  appear  on  the  label  or  labeling,  was  not  prominently 
placed  thereon  in  such  terms  as  to  render  it  likely  to  be  understood  by  the 
ordinary  individual  under  customary  conditions  of  purchase  and  use,  since  the 
labeling  contained  representations  in  a  foreign  language  (Italian)  and  the 
information  required  by  or  under  authority  of  the  law  to  appear  on  the  label 
or  labeling  did  not  appear  thereon  in  Italian.  (6)  In  that  it  was  fabricated 
from  two  or  more  ingredients  and  its  label  did  not  bear  the  common  or  usual 
name  of  each  ingredient.  (7)  In  that  it  contjiined  artificial  flavor  and  artificial 
color  but  did  not  bear  labeling  stating  that  fact. 

On  January  20,  1942,  a  plea  of  guilty  was  entered  on  behalf  of  the  defendant 
and  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $50  with  costs  on  one  count  and  suspended  sen¬ 
tence  on  the  remaining  five  counts  and  placed  the  defendant  on  probation  for 
1  year. 

8305.  Adulteration  and  misHiranding  of  olive  oil.  U.  S.  v.  Vincent  Grande.  Plea 
of  Kuilty.  Fine  of  $50  and  costs.  Defendant  placed  on  probation  for  1 
year.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5485.  Sample  Nos.  36625-E,  3C626-E.  80628-E.) 

On  October  20,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Rhode 
Island  filed  an  information  against  Vincent  Grande,  trading  in  Providence  R.  I., 
alleging  shipment  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  September  23  and 
October  7,  1940,  from  the  State  of  Rhode  Island  into  the  State  of  Massachusetts, 
of  quantities  of  olive  oil  which  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  It  was  labeled 
in  part :  “Puglia  Brand  Superfine  Pure  Olive  Oil’’  or  “Pure  Stella  Alpino  Brand 
Imported  Olive  Oil.'’ 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  (1)  in  that  a  substance  consisting 
essentially  of  cottonseed  oil,  artificially  flavored  and  artificially  colored  and 
containing  little  or  no  olive  oil,  had  been  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  olive 
oil,  which  it  purported  to  be;  (2)  in  that  it  was  inferior  to  olive  oil,  and  its 
inferiority  had  been  concealed  by  the  addition  of  artificial  flavor  and  artificial 
color;  and  (3)  in  that  artificial  fla^mr  and  artificial  color  had  been  added  thereto 
or  mixed  or  packed  therewith  so  as  to  make  it  appear  better  and  of  greater  value 
than  it  was. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded:  (1)  In  that  (Puglia  brand)  the  design  of  a 
crown,  shield  and  olive  branches  and  fruit,  and  the  statements  “Imported 
Pure  Olive  Oil  *  *  *  Superfine  Pure  Olive  Oil  Imported  from  Lucca- 
Italy  *  *  *  This  olive  oil  is  guaranteed  to  be  absolutely  pure  under  any 
chemical  analysis.  Recommended  for  table  use  and  medicinal  purposes  [and 
similiar  statements  in  Italian],”  and  (Stella  Alpino  brand)  “Imported  from 
Italy  *  *  *  Pure  *  *  *  Imported  Olive  Oil  *  This  imported 

Olive  Oil  is  guaranteed  by  us  to  be  absolutely  pure  and  specially  adapted  for 
medicinal  and  table  uses  [and  similar  statements  in  Italian],”  borne  on  the 
labels, -were  false  and  misleading  since  they  represented  and  suggested  that  the 
article  consisted  wholly  of  olive  oil  imported  from  Italy;  whereas  it  did  not 
consist  wholly  of  olive  oil  imported  from  Italy.  (2)  In  that  it  was  offered  for 
sale  under  the  name  of  another  food,  namely,  olive  oil.  (3)  In  that  it  was  an 
imitation  of  another  food  and  its  label  did  not  bear  in  type  of  uniform  size  and 
prominence  the  word  “imitation,”  and  immediately  thereafter  the  name  of  the 
food  imitated,  i.  e.,  olive  oil.  (4)  In  that  it  was  in  package  form  and  did  not 
bear  a  label  containing  the  name  and  place  of  business  of  the  manufacturer, 
packer,  or  distributor.  (5)  In  that  the  information  required  by  or  under  authority 
of  the  law  to  appear  on  the  label  or  labeling,  was  not  prominently  placed  thereon 
in  such  terms  as  to  render  it  likely  to  be  understood  by  the  ordinary  individual 
under  customary  conditions  of  purchase  and  use,  since  the  labeling  contained 
representations  in  a  foreign  language  (Italian)  and  the  information  required  by 
or  under  authority  of  the  law  to  appear  on  the  label  or  labeling  did  not  appear 
thereon  in  Italian.  (6)  In  that  it  was  fabricated  from  two  or  more  ingredients 
and  its  label  did  not  bear  the  common  or  usual  name  of  each  ingredient.  (7)  In 
that  it  contained  artificial  flavor  and  artificial  color  and  did  not  bear  labeling 
stating  that  fact. 

On  January  20,  1942,  a  plea  of  guilty  was  entered  on  behalf  of  the  defendant 
and  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $50  with  costs  on  one  count  and  suspended  sentence 
on  the  remaining  five  counts  and  placed  the  defendant  on  probation  for  1  year. 
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339G.  Misbranding:  of  oil.  U.  S.  v.  81  Cans  and  7  Cans  of  Oil.  Consent  decree  of 
condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  brought  into 
conformity  with  the  law.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  7009.  Sample  No.  23389-E.) 

On  March  11,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
California  filed  a  libel  against  88  cans  of  oil  at  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  July  7, 
1941,  by  Clipper  Carloading  Co.  from  Chicago,  Ill. ;  aud  charging  that  it  was  mis¬ 
branded.  It  was  labeled  in  part;  “Contenido  Neto  18.90  [or  “3.78”]  Litres 
Olivette  Marca  Una  Mezcla  *  *  *  Olive  Products  Co.  Not  Inc.  San 

Francisco.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statements,  “Olivette 
Una  Mezcla  Especial  de  Aceite  De  Oliva  Y  Aceite  Vegetal  Incomparable  para 
Mayonesa  Y  Ensaladas  Olive  Products  Co.,”  and  design  of  olive  branches  and 
olives  on  the  label  were  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  consisting 
essentially  of  cottonseed  oil  containing  little  or  no  olive  oil;  and  in  that  it  was 
fabricated  from  two  or  more  ingredients  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  the  common 
or  usual  name  of  each  ingredient. 

On  •  March  27,  11H2,  Southern  Pacific  Co.,  claimant,  having  consented  to  the 
entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was 
ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  brought  into  conformity  with 
the  law  under  the  direction  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3397.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  olive  oil.  tJ.  S.  v.  157  and  148  Cases  of 
Olive  Oil  (and  9  other  seizure  aetions  against  olive  oil).  Decrees  of 
condemnation.  Portion  of  product  ordered  destroyed;  one  lot  ordered 
distributed  to  charitable  institutions;  and  remaining  lots  released  under 
bond  for  remixing  and  relabeling.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos.  4590,  4591,  4593,  4596, 
4599,  4600,  4637  to  4639.  incl.,  4692,  4844.  Sample  Nos.  28278-E  to  28280-E, 
incl.,  40592-E.  50305~E  to  50310-E,  incl.,  50828-E,  59224-E.) 

Between  May  2  and  29,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  District  of 
Columbia,  the  District  of  Maryland,  and  the  District  of  New  Jersey  filed  libels 
against  710  cases  or  cartons  of  olive  oil  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  320  cases  or  car¬ 
tons  at  Baltimore,  ^Id.,  and  44  cases  of  olive  oil  at  Camden,  N.  J.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from  on 
or  about  November  8,  1940,  to  on  or  about  April  18,  1941,  in  part  by  the  Sage 
Chemical  Co.,  from  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  and  in  part  by  J.  Kinderman  &  Sons  from 
Philadelphia,  Pa. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part  variously :  “York  Star  Brand  Pure  Imported  Olive 
QQ  »  *  *  Packed  by  York  Canning  Co.,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.  Y.” ;  or  “Golden 

Clover  Pure  Imported  Olive  Oil  *  *  *  European  Olive  Oils  Co.,  Inc.” 

Portions,  of  the  article  were  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  an  oil  of  the 
nature  of  cottonseed  oil  or  of  soybean  oil  or  corn  oil  had  been  substituted 
wholly  or  in  part  for  olive  oil,  which  it  purported  to  be.  Portions  were  alleged 
to  be  adulterated  in  that  oil  other  than  olive  oil  had  been  substituted  for  olive 
oil,  which  it  purported  to  be.  One  lot  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  an 
artificially  colored  cottonseed  oil,  containing  little  if  any,  olive  oil,  had  been 
substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  olive  oil,  which  the  article  purported  to  be. 
The  latter  lot  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  further  in  that  inferiority  had  been 
concealed  by  the  addition  of  artificial  coloring  and  in  that  artificial  color  had 
been  added  thereto  or  mixed  or  packed  therewith  so  as  to  make  it  appear  better 
or  of  greater  value  than  it  was. 

All  lots  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  statements  “Pure 
Imported  Olive  Oil  For  Medicinal  and  Table  Use”  (one  lot  “Net  Cont.  16  FI. 
Ozs”),  borne  on  the  labels,  were  false  and  misleading;  (2)  in  that  it  was  offered 
for  sale  under  the  name  of  another  food;  and  (3)  in  that  its  container  was  so 
made,  formed,  or  filled  as  to  be  misleading.  A  portion  was  alleged  to  be  mis¬ 
branded  further  in  that  it  was  an  imitation  of  another  food  and  its  label  failed 
to  bear  in  type  of  uniform  size  and  prominence  the  word  “Imitation”  and  imme¬ 
diately  thereafter  the  name  of  the  food  imitated,  and  in  that  it  contained 
artificial  coloring  and  failed  to  bear  labeling  stating  that  fact.  A  portion  was 
alleged  to  be  misbranded  further  in  that  it  was  in  package  form  and  did  not  bear 
a  label  containing  an  accurate  statement  of  the  quantity  of  the  contents. 

On  June  21  and  July  2  and  November  24,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared 
for  the  lots  seized  at  Baltimore  and  Camden,  judgments  of  condemnation  were 
entered  and  those  located  at  Baltim.ore  were  ordered  destroyed  and  the  lot 
located  at  Camden  was  ordered  delivered  to  a  charitable  institution.  On 
August  30,  1941,  the  libels  filed  in  the  District  of  Columbia  having  been  consoli¬ 
dated  for  the  purpose  of  decree  and  J.  Kinderman  &  Sons,  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
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having  appeared  as  claimant,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  ) 
the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  relabeling  under  the  super-  ^ 
vision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  On  January  12, 1942,  an  amended  • 
decree  was  entered  ordering  that  the  product  be  dumped  into  a  vat  for  mixing,  ; 
that  artificial  flavoring  be  added,  the  mixed  product  repackaged  and  relabeled 
as  imitation  olive  oil. 

a31)8.  Adulteration  and  misbranding^  of  olive  oil.  U.  S.  v.  149  Cans  and  9  Cans  of 

Olive  Oil.  Consent  decree  of  eondemnation.  Product  releiised  for  relabel-  i 
ing  upon  deposit  of  eollateral.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  5113.  Sample  Nos.  51245— E,  ' 
51246-E.) 

On  July  9,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massachusetts  r 
filed  a  libel  against  158  gallon  cans  of  olive  oil  at  Holyoke,  Mass.,  alleging  that  i 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  February  18  ' 
and  March  27,  1941,  by  G.  Puglia  &  Co.  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Puglia  Brand 
Superfine  Pure  Olive  Oil.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  (1)  in  that  artificially  flavored 
and  colored  cottonseed  oil  had  been  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  olive  oil, 
which  it  purported  to  be;  (2)  in  that  inferiority  had  been  concealed  by  the 
addition  of  artificial  flavor  and  artificial  color;  and  (3)  in  that  artificial  flavor 
and  artificial  color  had  been  added  thereto  or  mixed  or  packed  therewith  so  as 
to  make  it  appear  better  or  of  greater  value  than  it  was. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  following  statements  and  designs 
were  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  artificially  flavored  and  colored  cotton¬ 
seed  oil:  (1)  “Superfine  Pure  Olive  Oil  Imported  from  Lucca-Italy  [and  the 
design  of  olive  branches  and  olives]. 

*  *  *  This  olive  oil  is  guaranteed  to  be  absolutely  pure  under  any  chem¬ 

ical  analysis.  Recommended  for  table  use  and  medicinal  purposes  [similar 
statements  in  Italian.]  Imported  Pure  Olive  Oil  Imported  from  Italy.”  (2)  In 
that  it  was  offered  for  sale  under  the  name  of  another  food.  (3)  In  that  it  was 
an  imitation  of  another  food  and  its  label  failed  to  bear,  in  type  of  uniform  size 
and  prominence,  the  word  “imitation”  and,  immediately  thereafter,  the  name  of 
the  food  imitated.  (4)  In  that  it  was  in  package  form  and  did  not  bear  a  label 
containing  the  name  and  place  of  business  of  the  manufacturer,  packer,  or  dis¬ 
tributor.  (5)  In  that  it  contained  artificial  flavoring  and  artificial  coloring  and 
failed  to  bear  labeling  stating  that  fact. 

On  January  26,  1942,  Fred  Moroni  Co.,  Holyoke,  Mass.,  claimant,  having  ad¬ 
mitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and 
the  product  was  ordered  released  upon  deposit  of  cash  collateral  in  lieu  of 
bond,  conditioned  that  it  be  relabeled  in  compliance  with  the  law. 

3399.  Adnlteratlon  and  misbranding-  of  olive  oil.  U.  S.  v,  149  Cases  of  Olive  Oil 
(and  2  additional  seizures  against  olive  oil).  Decrees  of  eondemnation. 
Portion  of  product  ordered  destroyed;  remainder  ordered  released  under 
bond  for  relabeling  and  reconditioning.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  4484,  4640,  4608 
to  4706.  incl.  Sample  Nos.  40588-E  to  40591— E,  incl.,  40503-E  to  40597-E,  incl., 
50304-E,  50829-E.) 

In  addition  to  being  falsely  labeled  as  olive  oil,  this  product  was  deceptively 
packaged  in  irregular-shaped  bottles  of  thick  glass.  Portions  also  were  short 
w^eight. 

Within  the  period  from  April  25  to  May  8,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys 
for  the  District  of  Maryland  and  the  Eastern  District  of  Pennsylvania  filed 
libels  against  168  cases  of  olive  oil  at  Baltimore,  Md.,  306  cases  of  olive  oil  at 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  90  cases  at  Chester,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  October 
25,  1940,  to  on  or  about  April  10,  1941,  by  the  Sage  Chemical  Co.  from  Brooklyn, 

N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  The  article  wms 
labeled  in  part:  (Bottles)  “Golden  Clover  Pure  Imported  Olive  Oil”;  or  “York 
Star  Brand  Pure  Imported  Olive  Oil.” 

It  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  product  consisting  essentially  of 
cottonseed  oil  had  been  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  olive  oil,  which  it 
purported  to  be. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  statements  “Pure  Imported 
Olive  Oil  for  Table  and  Medicinal  Use,”  and  “U.  S.  P.  European  Olive  Oils  Co.” 
were  false  and  misleading;  (2)  in  that  it  was  offered  for  sale  under  the 
name  of  another  food;  and  (3)  in  that  its  container  was  so  made,  formed, 
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or  filled  as  to  be  misleading.  One  lot  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  further 
in  that  the  statement  of  the  quantity  of  contents-  required  by  law  to  appear 
on  the  label  was  not  prominently  placed  thereon  with  such  consi)icuousness 
(as  compared  with  other  w^ords,  statements,  designs,  or  devices  in  the  labeling) 
as  to  render  it  likely  to  be  read  by  the  ordinary  individual  under  customary 
conditions  of  purchase  and  use.  The  product  in  the  bottles  labeled  “4  Ozs.” 
and  “16  FI.  Ozs.,”  located  at  Philadelphia  and  Chester,  Pa.,  was  alleged  to  be 
misbranded  further  in  that  it  was  in  x>ackage  form  and  did  not  bear  a  label 
containing  an  accurate  statement  of  the  quantity  of  contents,  since  the  bottles 
contained  less  than  the  amounts  stated  on  the  labels. 

On  June  21,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  product  located  at 
Baltimore,  Md.,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered 
destroyed.  On  July  23,  1941,  J.  Kinderman  &  Sons  having  appeared  as  claimant 
for  the  product  located  at  Philadelphia  and  Chester,  Pa.,  judgment  of  condem¬ 
nation  w'as  entered  and  it  was  ordered  released  under  .bond  for  relabeling  under 
the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  On  February  9,  1942, 
the  latter  decree  was  amended  to  permit  reconditioning  as  well  as  relabeling. 

3400.  3Iis4l)ran(liiig:  of  oil.  U.  S.  v.  o8  Cartons  and  15  Cans  of  Oil.  Consent  deeree 

of  eondcnination.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  for  relabeling:. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  6060.  Sample  Nos.  74067-E,  74068-E.) 

The  containers  of  this  product,  which  w^as  essentially  peanut  oil  with  small 
amounts  of  cottonseed  oil  and  olive  oil,  failed  to  comply  with  the  labeling 
requirements  of  the  law. 

On  October  24,  1941,  the  Upited  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Connecti¬ 
cut  filed  a  libel  against  58  cartons,  each  containing  6  gallon  cans,  and  15  5-gallon 
cans  of  oil  at  East  Haven,  Conn.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  September  22,  1941,  by  the  Uddo-Taormina 
Corporation  from  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  The 
cartons  were  stenciled  “Peanut  &  Olive  Oil”  and  the  gallon  cans  were  embossed : 
“1  Gal.”  The  15  5-gallon  cans  were  unlabeled. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  it  was  in  package  form 
and  failed  to  bear  a  label  containing  the  name  and  place  of  business  of  the 
manufacturer,  packer,  or  distributor;  (2)  in  that  it  was  in  package  form  and 
(cartons  and  unlabeled  5-gallon  cans)  failed  to  bear  an  accurate  statement  of 
the  quantity  of  the  contents;  and  (3)  in  that  it  was  fabricated  from  two  or 
more  ingredients  and  the  label  failed  to  bear  the  common  or  usual  name  of  each 
ingredient. 

On  February  4,  1942,  Uddo-Taormina  Corporation,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  claimant, 
having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it 
be  relabeled  in  compliance  with  the  law  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration. 

3401.  Adulteration  and  misbranding;  of  olive  oil.  U.  S.  v.  4  Cans  of  Olive  Oil. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7042. 

Sample  No.  64805-E.) 

Analysis  showed  that  this  product  consisted  essentially  of  artificially  flavored 
and  colored  peanut  oil  containing  little,  if  any,  olive  oil. 

On  March  16,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  4  cans  of  olive  oil  at  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  July  8,  1941, 
by  Veronica  Oil  Co.,  Inc.,  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adul¬ 
terated  and  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  “One  Gallon  Nerone  Brand 
Pure  Imported  Olive  Oil.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  (1)  in  that  artificially  flavored 
and  artificially  colored  peanut  oil,  containing  little,  if  any,  olive  oil,  had  been 
substituted  in  whole  or  in  part  for  olive  oil,  which  it  purported  to  be;  (2)  in 
that  inferiority  had  been  concealed  by  the  addition  of  artificial  flavor  and 
artificial  color;  and  (3)  in  that  artificial  flavor  and  artificial  color  had  been 
added  thereto  or  mixed  or  packed  therewith  so  as  to  make  it  appear  better  or 
of  greater  value  than  it  >vas. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  following  statements  and 
design,  “Pure  Imported  Olive  Oil  [design  of  an  olive  branch  and  olives]  This 
olive  oil  is  guaranteed  to  be  absolutely  pure  under  chemical  analysis.  It  is 
pressed  from  selected  ripe  olives  and  packed  under  sanitary  conditions.  Highly 
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recommended  for  medicinal  purpose  and  Table  Use  [similar  statements  in 
Italian]  *  *  *  Olive  Oil,”  borne  on  the  cans,  were  false  and  misleading  as 

applied  to  an  article  that  consisted  essentially  of  artificially  flavored  and 
artificially  colored  peanut  oil,  containing  little,  if  any,  olive  oil;  (2)  in  that  it 
was  offered  for  sale  under  the  name  of  another  food;  (8)  in  that  it  was  an 
imitation  of  another  food  and  its  label  failed  to  bear,  in  type  of  uniform  size 
and  prominence,  the  word  “imitation”  and,  immediately  thereafter,  the  name  of 
the  food  imitated;  and  (4)  in  that  it  contained  artificial  flavoring  and  artificial 
coloring  and  failed  to  bear  labeling  stating  that  fact. 

On  April  17,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3402.  Adulteration  and  misbranding’  of  vegetable  oil.  U.  S.  v.  82  Cans  of  Vege¬ 

table  Oil.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product 
ordered  distributed  to  cbaritable  institutions.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7018.  Sample 
No.  84324-E. 

'  This  product,  which  was  represented  to  be  composed  of  cottonseed  and  corn 
oil  and  olive  oil,  was  found  to  consist  essentially  of  artificially  flavored  and 
artificially  colored  corn  oil,  containing  little,  if  any,  olive  oil  and  no  cottonseed 
oil. 

On  March  12,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey 
filed  a  libel  against  82  cans  of  vegetable  oil  at  Elizabeth,  N.  J.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  December  4  and 
31,  1941,  by  Pietro  Esposito  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  and  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “La  Vergine  Brand 
Prodotto  Garantito  Composed  of  Cottonseed  &  Corn  Oil  Pure  Imported  Olive 
Oil  Distributed  by  A.  Campo  *  *  ♦  Elizabeth,  N.  J.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  (1)  in  that  artificially  flavored  and 
artificially  colored  corn  oil,  containing  little,  if  any,  olive  oil,  and  no  cottonseed 
oil,  had  been  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  “Cottonseed  &  Corn  Oil  Pure 
Imported  Olive  Oil,”  which  it  purported  to  be;  (2)  in  that  inferiority  had  been 
•concealed  by  the  addition  of  artificial  flavor  and  color;  and  (3)  in  that  arti¬ 
ficial  fiavor  and  artificial  color  had  been  added  thereto  or  mixed  or  packed 
therewith  so  as  to  make  it  appear  better  or  of  greater  value  than  it  was. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  design  of  an  olive  tree  and 
the  statement  “Composed  of  Cottonseed  &  Corn  Oil  Pure  Imported  Olive  Oil” 
were  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  artificially  flavored  and  artificially 
colored  corn  oil,  containing  little,  if  any,  olive  oil,  and  no  cottonseed  oil;  (2) 
in  that  it  was  an  imitation  of  another  product,  olive  oil,  and  its  label  failed 
to  bear,  in  type  of  uniform  size  and  prominence,  the  word  “imitation”  and, 
immediately  thereafter,  the  name  of  the  food  imitated;  (3)  in  that  the  label 
contained  representations  in  a  foreign  language,  Italian,  and  the  information 
required  by  the  act  to  appear  on  the  label  did  not  appear  thereon  in  the  foreign 
language;  and  (4)  in  that  it  contained  artificial  fiavoring  and  artificial  coloring 
but  did  not  bear  labeling  stating  that  fact. 

On  April  29,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  distributed  to  chari¬ 
table  institutions. 

SACCHARINE  PRODUCTS 

CANDY 

3403.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  L.ew  Klamkln  (Belmont  Candy  Co.).  Plea 

of  g-ullty.  Fine,  .^<400.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5515.  Sample  Nos.  34783-E,  34785-E, 

34788-E,  34789-E.  46319-E.) 

This  product  was  found  to  contain  miscellaneous  filth,  including  insect  frag¬ 
ments  and  rodent  hairs. 

On  February  17,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
New  York  filed  an  information  against  Lew  Klamkin,  trading  as  Belmont  Candy 
Co.  at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  alleging  shipment  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
January  11  and  29,  1941,  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  New 
Jersey  of  a  quantity  of  candy  which  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under 
insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 
It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Chocolate  Covered  Filled  with  Cherries,”  “Milk  Chocolate 
Maple  Milky  Squares,”  “Belmont’s  Cocoanut  Mountains,”  or  “Belmont’s  Brazil 
Nuts.” 

On  April  2,  1942,  a  plea  of  guilty  having  been  entered  on  behalf  of  the  defend¬ 
ant,  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $400. 
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3404.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  Cosncr  Candy  Co.  Plea  of  nolo  contendere. 

Fine,  .‘i;250.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5547.  Sample  Nos.  44761-E,  447G2-E,  44764-E, 

44767-E.  44769-E.  65002-E  to  65005-E.  incl.,  65009-E,  65010-E,  65013-E, 
65206-E.) 

Samples  of  this  product  were  found  to  contain  rodent  hairs. 

On  February  19,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado 
filed  an  information  against  the  Cosner  Candy  Co.,  a  corporation,  Denver,  Colo., 
alleging  shipment  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  February  18  and  April  7 
and  9,  1941,  from  the  State  of  Colorado  into  the  States  of  Texas,  Idaho,  Kansas, 
and  Utah,  of  quantities  of  candy  that  was  adulterated.  It  was  labeled  in  part; 
“5  Lbs.  Peerless  Milk  Choc.”;  “5#  Caramel”;  “5#  Maple  [or  “Vanilla”  or  “Cara¬ 
mel”]”;  5#  Wintergreen  [or  “Lime,”  “Lemon,”  (»r  “Mint”]  Banquet  Wa¬ 
fers”  ;  “Pure  Lime  Sticks” ;  “Pure  Peppermint  Sticks” ;  “Virginia  Crimp” ;  or 
“Ostrich  Foil  Eggs.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary 
conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  February  25,  1942,  a  plea  of  nolo  contendere  was  entered  on  behalf  of  the 
defendant  and  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $250. 

3405.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  Louis  Ileidelberger,  Gustav  Heidelberger, 

Hcidelberg'er  Confectionery  Co.,  Inc.  Plea  of  noio  contendere.  Corporate 
defendant,  fine  of  ^200;  individual  defendants,  jail  sentences  of  10  days 
each.  Sentences  suspended  and  defendants  placed  on  probation  for  G 
months.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  5508.  Sample  Nos.  14862-E,  24262-E,  24263-E,  24266-E. 
40086-E.  40087-B.  40089-E.  40091-E.  40166-E  to  40170-E.  incl.,  403ie-E. 
4031 8-E,  40319-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  w’as  contaminated  with  insect  frag¬ 
ments  and  rodent  hairs  and  excreta. 

On  January  31,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  an  information  against  Louis  Heidelberger,  Gustav  Heidel- 
berger,  and  Heidelberger  Confectionery  Co.,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
June  22,  1940,  to  on  or  about  January  30, 1941,  from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  into 
the  State  of  New  Jersey  of  quantities  of  candy  which  was  adulterated  in  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance,  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared 
under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with 
filth.  The  product  was  labeled  in  part :  “Famous  Jelly  Eggs,”  “Spearmint  Leaves,” 
“Orange  Jelly  Bars,”  “Famous  Chocolate  Peppermints,”  “Jersey  Style  Cream 
Bars,”  “Sunnies,”  “Big  Six,”  “Bermudas,”  “Chocolate  Bermudas,”  or  “Lady 
Dainty.” 

On  March  9,  1942,  a  plea  of  nolo  contendere  was  entered  on  behalf  of  each 
of  the  defendants  and  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $200  against  the  corporation. 
Jail  sentences  of  10  days  each  were  imposed  upon  .the  individual  defendants, 
which  sentences  were  suspended  and  the  defendants  were  placed  on  probation 
for  a  period  of  6  months. 

3406.  Adulteration  of  eandy.  U.  S.  v.  0  Cartons  of  Candy.  Default  decree  of 

condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  0240.  Sample  No.  59075— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  rodent  hairs. 

On  November  18,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Middle  District 
of  Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  9  12-pound  cartons  of  candy  at  York,  Pa., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
October  27,  1941,  by  the  ^lue  Ribbon  Candy  Co.  from  Baltimore,  Md. ;  and 
charging  that  it  w^as  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part :  “Peanut  Brittle.” 

On  April  8,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3407.  Adulteration  of  candy.  IT.  S.  v.  G3  Boxes,  33  Boxes,  and  107  Boxes  of  Candy. 

Tlefault  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos.  6897, 
6944,  6960.  Sample  Nos.  70511-B,  70G52-E,  70659-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  contaminated  with  filth,  such 
as  rodent  hairs  and  insect  fragments. 

On  or  about  February  20  and  27  and  March  9,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys 
for  the  Eastern  District  of  South  Carolina  and  the  Southern  District  of 
Georgia  filed  libels  against  90  boxes  of  candy  at  Charleston,  S.  C.,  and  107 
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boxes  of  candy  at  Augusta,  Ga.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in 
interstate  commerce  on  or  about  January  26,  28,  and  30,  and  February  7  and 
14,  1942,  by  Fogle  Candy  Co.  from  Charlotte,  N.  C. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  imrt  of  a  filthy  substance;  and 
in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might 
have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Bars) 
“Cab,”  “Nut  Roll,”  “Cocoanut  Roll,”  “Fogle  Special,”  “Fogle  Cocoanut,”  “Stick,” 
“Cream  Bar,”  or  “Rainbow.” 

On  April  2  and  10,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  condem¬ 
nation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


3408.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  eaudy.  U.  S.  v.  24  Boxes,  24  Boxes,  24 
Boxes,  48  Boxes,  and  48  Boxes  of  Candy.  Default  deerces  of  eondenination 
and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos.  6920,  6972.  Sample  Nos.  85350-E,  85352— E, 
85364-E,  85305-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  contaminated  with  filth,  such 
as  insect  fragments  and  hairs  resembling  rodent  hairs,  a  portion  was  short 
weight,  and  a  portion  (the  marshmallows)  contained  an  undeclared  coal-tar 
color. 

On  February  26  and  March  4,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District 
of  Oregon  filed  libels  against  168  boxes,  each  containing  24  bars,  of  candy  at 
Portland,  Oreg.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  February  3  and  16,  1942,  by  Matzger  Chocolate  Co.  from  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  It  was 
labeled  in  part:  (Bar  wrapper)  “Matzger’s  Big  Marshmallow  [or  “Yum  Yum” 
or  “Wham!”].” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  lot  shipped  on  February  3  was  alleged  to  be 
adulterated  further  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  ^yith  filth. 

A  portion  of  the  candy  shipped  on  February  3  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded 
in  that  the  statement  “Net  Weight  2  Ozs.”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied 
to  an  article  that  was  short  weight,  and  in  that  it  was  in  package  form  and 
did  not  bear  a  label  containing  an  accurate  statement  of  the  quantity  of  con¬ 
tents.  A  portion  of  the  candy  shipped  on  February  16  was  alleged  to  be  mis¬ 
branded  in  that  it  contained  artificial  coloring  and  failed  to  bear  labeling  stating 
that  fact. 

On  April  13,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


3409.  Adulteration  of  eandy.  U.  S.  v.  43  Boxes,  71  Boxes,  and  S7  Boxes  of  Candy. 

Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6928, 
6929,  6986.  Sample  Nos.  87138-E.  90431-E,  90671-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  rodent  hairs  and  insect 
fragments. 

On  February  25  and  March  4,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  District 
of  Rhode  Island,  District  of  Massachusetts,  and  the  District  of  Columbia  filed 
libels  against  43  boxes  of  candy  at  Providence,  R.  I.,  71  boxes  of  candy  at 
Cambridge,  Mass.,  and  87  boxes  of  candy  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  January  26 
and  February  9  and  16,  1942,  by  Schingen  Candies  from  Philadelphia,  Pa. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part 
of  a  filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  con¬ 
ditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part:  (Boxes)  “Jumbo  Ko-Kets  SO  Tontn-aine  Brand.” 

On  April  3,  22,  and  27,  1942,  no  claimant  having  npeared,  judgments  of 
condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordei\  Jestroyed. 


3410.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  22,  47,  and  47  Boxes  of  Candy,  (and  6  addi¬ 
tional  seizure  actions  agrainst  candy).  Default  decrees  of  condemnation 
and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos.  5824,  5927,  5982,  6989,  5990,  6087.  Sample 
Nos.  50333-E  to  50335-E,  inch.  50590-E,  50591-E,  50S79-E.  50880-E  50882-E 
to  50884-E,  inch,  59036-E,  59037-E,  69040-E,  59042-E  to  59044-E,  inch. 
59046-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  one  or  more  of  the  follow- 
ing  types  of  filth :  Rodent  hairs,  insects,  insect  fragments,  or  larvae. 

Between  September  22  and  October  27, 1941,  tbe  United  States  attorneys  for  the 
Middle  District  of  Pennsylvania,  Western  District  of  Virginia,  and  the  District 
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of  Columbia  filed  libels  against  IIG  boxes  of  candy  at  Chambersburg,  Pa.,  40  boxes 
at  Staunton,  Va.,  and  411  cartons  and  88  boxes  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from 
on  or  about  July  29  to  on  or  about  September  18,  1941,  by  the  Voneiff-Drayer  Co. 
from  Baltimore,  Md. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterate<l.  Portions  of  the 
article  were  variously  labeled:  “Miss  America  *  *  *  Rainbows  [or  “Big 

Drops,”  “Caramels,”  “Big  Cees,”  “Chocolate  Pegs,”  “Madame  Queen  Fingers,” 
or  “Chocolate  Mints”  or  “Chocolate  Covered  Whipped  Creams”  or  “Chocolate 
Logs”].”  The  remainder  was  labeled  in  part:  “Chocolate  Peppermints  5^/-  *  ^  * 
Packed  Expressly  For  The  Peoples  Drug  Stores,  Inc.  Washington,  D.  C.”  • 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part 
of  a  filthy  substance  ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

Between  October  29  and  December  31,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared, 
judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


3411.  Adulteration  and  misbranding-  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  li)9  Boxes  and  235  Boxes 

of  Candy  (and  2  other  seizures  of  candy).  Decrees  of  condemnation  and 
destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos.  6865,  6871.  Sample  Nos.  75838-E,  7.5839— E, 
90157-E,  90627-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  hairs  resembling  those  of 
rodents.  Furthermore,  all  lots  but  one  were -deceptively  packaged,  and  one  of 
these  also  was  short  of  the  declared  weight. 

On  February  14  and  17  and  March  6,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the 
District  of  Maine  and  the  District  of  Vermont  filed  libels  against  434  1-pound 
boxes  of  candy  at  Portland,  Maine,  and  14  1-pound  boxes  and  18l^  cases  each 
containing  24  1-pound  boxes  of  candy  at  White  River  .Junction,  town  of  Hart¬ 
ford,  Vt.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on 
or  about  January  19,  26,  and  27,  and  February  10,  1942,  by  William’s  Candy 
Co.  from  Somerville,  Mass. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  that 
all  lots  but  one  were  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Farm-Hill  Candies 
Chocolates  &  Bon-Bons  [or  “Assorted  Chocolates”].” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary 
conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

All  lots  but  one  (9]4  cases  at  White  River  Junction)  were  alleged  to  be  mis¬ 
branded  in  that  the  container  vras  so  filled  as  to  be  misleading,  since  the  candy 
did  not  occupy  a  reasonable  amount  of  the  available  space.  The  lot  at  Port¬ 
land,  Maine,  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  further  in  that  the  statement  “Net 
Weight  One  Pound”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was 
short  weight ;  and  in  that  it  was  in  package  form  and  did  not  bear  a  label  con¬ 
taining  an  accurate  statement  of  the  quantity  of  the  contents. 

On  March  13  and  May  15,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  were 
entered  ordering  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

3412.  Misbranding  of  candy.  IT.  S.  v.  .354  Boxe.s  of  Candy.  Default  decree  of 

condemnation  and  forfeiture.  Product  ordered  distributed  to  charitable 
Institution.s.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  7026  Sample  No.  90448-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  the  boxes  containing  this  candy  were  not  filled  to 
their  capacity. 

On  March  13,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Rhode  Island 
filed  a  libel  against  354  boxes  of  candy  at  Providence,  R.  I.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  February  21,  1942, 
by  the  Royal  Confectionery  Co.  from  Boston,  Mass. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
mi.sbrande*d  in  that  its  container  was  so  filled  as  to  be  misleading  since  the 
bottom  layer  contained  only  about  half  as  much  candy  as  the  top  layer.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part:  “IMary  Talbot  Assorted  Chocolates  *  *  * 

Hand  Fashioned  One  Pound  Net.” 

On  April  22,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  distributed  to  charitable  institutions. 

MISCELLANEOUS 


3413.  Adulteration  of  sugar.  U.  S.  v.  25  Sacks  of  Sugar.  Default  decree  of 
destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  4730.  Sample  No.  4341-8-E.) 

This  product  had  been  stored  under  insanitary  conditions  after  shipment 
and  when  examined  it  was  found  that  the  sacks  had  been  torn  and  gnawed  by 
rats  and  contained  an  accumulation  of  rat  pellets  and  bird  droppings. 
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On  May  15,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Missouri  liled  a  libel  agiiinst  25  100-pound  sacks  of  sugar  at  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
October  31,  1941,  from  Lyman,  Nebr. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in 
that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance  and  in  that  it  had  been 
held  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated 
with  tilth.  It  was  alleged  further  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  the 
Great  Western  Sugar  Co.,  but  that  adulteration  resulted  from  conditions  exist¬ 
ing  at  detsination,  in  the  warehouse  of  the  consignee. 

On'June  27,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3414.  Adulteration  of  fudge  Icing  base.  U.  S.  v.  10  Drums  of  Fudge  Icing  Base. 

I^efauit  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  G911. 

Sample  No.  54545— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  rodent  hairs. 

On  February  25,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  10  50-pound  drums  of  fudge  icing  base  at 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  January  21,  1942,  by  PI.  M.  Wagner  &  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Balti¬ 
more,  Md. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole 
or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insani¬ 
tary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Fluffy  Fudge  Chocolate  Flavored  Icing  Base.” 

On  April  1,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

FLAVORS  AND  SPICES 


3415.  Adulteration  and  miisbrandlng  of  vanilla  extract.  U.  S.  v.  114  Dozen 
Bottle.s  of  Vanilla  Extract  (and  2  otlicr  seizure  actions  against  vanilla 
extract).  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C. 

Nos.  6196,  6200,  6226.  Sample  Nos.  35802-E,  58358-E,  66312-E.) 

This  article  was  an  imitation  of  vanilla  extract  containing  artificial  flavoring, 
artificial  coloring,  and  some  extractive  matter  from  vanilla  beans.  Portions 
contained  25  percent  of  alcohol  instead  of  40  percent  as  declared  on  the  label ; 
some  of  the  bottles  were  too  tall  for  their  capacity  and  the  individual  carton  in 
which  they  were  packed  was  too  tall  for  the  height  of  the  bottles;  and  the 
2-fluid-ounce  size  was  short  of  the  declared  volume. 

On  November  12,  13,  and  14,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  West¬ 
ern  District  of  Louisiana,  the  Western  District  of  Wisconsin,  and  the  Eastern 
District  of  Wisconsin  filed  libels  against  114  dozen  bottles  of  vanilla  flavor  at 
P^erriday,  La.,  86  dozen  bottles  at  Baraboo,  Wis.,  and  12  cases,  each  containing  24 
bottles,  at  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce,  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  June  21  to  on  or  about  October 
2,  1941,  by  the  Empire  Spice  Mills  Manufacturing  Co.  from  Chicago,  Ill. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in 
part :  [or  “2”  or  “4”]  Fluid  Oz.  Burma  Pure  Vanilla  Extract  Alcohol  40% ; 

“8  Fluid  Ounces  Burma  Brand  Flavoring  *  *  *  Pure  Vanilla  Extract  Alcohol 
40%” ;  or  “Corona  Brand  4  Fluid  Ounce  *  *  ♦  Pure  Vanilla  Extract.” 

It  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  (1)  in  that  an  imitation  vanilla  extract 
containing  added  artificial  color,  added  artificial  flavoring,  and  some  extractive 
matter  from  vanilla  beaus  had  been  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  pure  vanilla 
extract,  which  it  purported  to  be;  (2)  in  that  inferiority  had  been  concealed  by 
the  addition  of  artificial  color  and  artificial  flavoring;  and  (3)  in  that  artificial 
flavoring  and  artificial  coloring  had  been  added  thereto  or  mixed  or  packed 
therewith  so  as  to  make  it  appear  better  or  of  greater  value  than  it  was. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  statement  “Pure 
Vanilla  Extract”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  imitation  vanilla 
extract  containing  added  artificial  color  and  added  artificial  flavoring  and  some 
extractive  matter  from  vanilla  beans;  (2)  in  that  it  was  offered  for  sale  under 
the  name  of  another  food;  (3)  in  that  It  was  an  imitation  of  another  food  and 
its  labeling  failed  to  bear,  in  type  of  uniform  size  and  prominence,  the  word 
“imitation”  and,  immediately  thereafter,  the  name  of  the  food  imitated;  (4)  in 
that  it  was  fabricated  from  two  or  more  ingredients  and  its  label  failed  to  bear 
the  common  or  usual  name  of  each  ingredient;  and  (5)  in  that  it  contained 
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artificial  coloring  and  artificial  flavoring  but  failed  to  bear  labeling  stating  that 
fact. 

The  % -ounce  size  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  further  in  that  its  container 
was  so  made,  formed,  or  fiiled  as  to  be  misleading.  The  2-ounce  size  was 
alleged  to  be  misbranded  further  in  that  the  statement  “2  Fluid  Ounces”  was 
false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  short  volume,  and  in 
that  it  was  in  package  form  and  failed  to  bear  a  label  containing  an  accurate 
statement  of  the  quantity  of  the  contents. 

On  December  17,  1941,  and  March  25  and  April  6,  1942,  no  claimant  having  ap¬ 
peared,  judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered 
destroyed. 

3416.  Misbranding  of  black  pepper.  U.  S.  v.  10  Cases  and  10  Packages  of  Black 

Pepper.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  sale,  with  provision  for 

destruction  of  containers.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6681.  Sample  No.  37595-E.) 

This  product  was  short  of  the  declared  weight,  and  occupied  an  average  of 
only  56.5  percent  of  the  capacity  of  the  container. 

On  January  12,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Georgia  tiled  a  libel  against  10  packages,  and  10  cases  each  containing 
12  packages  of  12  retail  cartons,  of  black  pepper  at  Augusta,  Ga.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  August  6  and  October  2,  1941, 
by  C.  W.  Antrim  &  Sons  from  Richmond,  Va. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  mis¬ 
branded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Carton)  “Net  Weight  l^^  Oz.  Old  Man¬ 
sion  ♦  ♦  *  Pure  Black  Pepper.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  statement  “Net 
Weight  iy2  Oz.”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was 
short  weight;  (2)  in  that  its  container  was  so  made  and  filled  as  to  be  mis¬ 
leading  since  the  package  was  too  large  for  the  amount  of  pepper  it  contained 
and  the  pepper  did  not  occupy  a  reasonable  amount  of  the  available  space; 
and  (3)  in  that  it  was  in  package  form  and  did  not  bear  an  accurate  statement 
of  the  quantity  of  contents. 

On  March  23,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  sold,  with  the  provision  that  it  be 
dumped  immediately  into  bulk  containers  and  its  original  containers  destroyed. 

3417.  Adulteration  of  poppy  seed.  U.  S.  v.  15  Bags  of  Poppy  Seed.  Default 

decree  of  condemuation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6661.  Sample  No. 

4372-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  white  poppy  seeds  artificially 
colored  black  with  charcoal. 

On  January  10,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  15  bags  of  poppy  seed  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  November  5,  1941,  by  Arco  Products 
Co.  from  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated.  It  was  labeled 
in  part:  (Bags)  “P  B  &  Co.  Poppy  Seed  Artificially  Colored  with  Vegetable 
Colors  New  York.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  inferiority  had  been  con¬ 
cealed  by  the  addition  of  charcoal;  and  in  that  a  substance,  chare*  al,  had  been 
added  thereto  so  as  to  make  it  appear  better  or  of  greater  value  than  it  was. 

On  March  12,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3418.  Adulteration  of  toasted  onion  powder.  U.  S.  v.  64%  Cases  of  Toasted 

Onion  Pow’der.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D. 

C.  No.  6866.  Sample  No.  86617-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  insect  fragments  and  excreta, 
and  dirt. 

On  February  IS,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  54^4  cases  of  toasted  onion  powder  at  Chicago, 
Ill.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  December  10,  1941,  by  William  Prentiss,  Jr.,  receiver  for  the  Burbank 
Corporation,  from  Burbank,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that 
it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part:  (Cases)  “Toasted  Onion  Pw.d.  100  Lbs.  Net  Burbank  Corp.  Burbank 
California.” 

On  April  24,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemuation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 
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Nos.  3419  to  3424  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  chili  or  red  peppers 
that  contained  mold. 

K419.  Adulteration  of  chili  peppers.  IT.  S.  v.  65  Bags  and  94  Bags  of  Chili  Peppers. 

Consent  decrees  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  relejised  under  bond 
for  segregation  anil  reconditioning.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  7008,  7072.  Sample  Nos. 
92256-E,  92257-E.) 

On  March  18  and  19,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  California  filed  libels  against  159  bags  containing  approximately  20,614 
pounds  of  chili  peppers  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  February  26  and  27,  1942,  by 
Ben  Hur  Products,  Inc.,  from  Phoenix,  Ariz. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adultera¬ 
ted  in  tliat  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 

On  April  4,  1942,  Ben  Hur  Products,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libels,  judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  segregation  and  reconditioning 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 


3420.  Adulteration  of  chili  peppers.  U.  S.  v.  68  Bags,  116  Bags,  and  40  Bags  of 
Chili  Peppers.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  re¬ 
leased  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned.  (Ii\  D.  C.  No.  7058.  Sample  Nos. 
92250-E.  92252-E,  92253-E.) 

On  March  18,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
California  filed  a  libel  against  68  140-pound  bags  and  155  ITO-pound  bags  of 
chili  peppers  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  November  26,  1941,  and  January  26,  1942, 
by  J.  C.  Franzoy  from  Hatch,  N.  Mex. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated 
in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 

On  March  26,  1942,  Chili  Products  Corporation,  Ltd.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif., 
claimant,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be 
reconditioned  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
Subsequently,  the  unfit  portion  was  segregated  and  destroyed. 


3421.  Adulteration  of  chili  peppers.  U.  S.  v.  26  Bags  and  7  Bags  of  Chili  Peppers. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond 
to  be  reconditioned.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  7062.  Sample  Nos.  92254— E,  92255-E. ) 

On  March  18,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
California  filed  a  libel  against  33  160-pound  bags  of  chili  peppers  at  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  February  26,  1942,  by  J.  F.  Franzoy  from  Salem,  N.  Mex. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed 
substance. 

On  March  27,  1942,  Chili  Products  Corporation,  Ltd.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif., 
claimant,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be 
reconditioned  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  Sub¬ 
sequently,  the  unfit  portion  was  segregated  and  destroyed. 

3422.  Adulteration  of  chili  peppers.  U.  S.  v.  75  Bags  of  No.  4  Japan  Chillies. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond 
for  segregation  and  destruction  of  unfit  portion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7050. 

Sample  Nos.  71172-E.  71283-E.) 

On  March  17,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Missouri  filed  a  libel  against  75  bags  of  chili  peppers  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  April  30, 
1941,  by  the  P.  H.  Petry  Co.  from  New  York,  N.  Y". ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part ;  “No.  4  Japan  Chillies  *  *  *  New  York  Chil¬ 
lies  Net  80  Lbs.  Product  of  Japan  S.  L.  Jones  &  Co.  Inc.  San  Francisco 
Distributor.” 

On  March  23,  1942,  the  David  G.  Evans  Coffee  Co.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  claimant, 
having  admitted  the  allegations  on  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  segregation  and 
destruction  of  the  unfit  portion  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration. 
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3423.  Ailultcration  of  chili  peppers.  U.  S.  v.  147  Sags  of  Chili  Peppers  (and 
2  other  seizure  actions  against  chili  peppers).  Consent  decrees  of  con¬ 
demnation.  Product  released  under  bond  for  reconditioning.  (F.  D,  C. 
Nos.  7015,  7036,  7135.  Sample  Nos.  92244-E  to  02247-E,  incl.,  92260-E, 
92261-E.) 

Examination  showed  this  product  to  be  moldy. 

On  March  11,  13,  and  31,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern 
District  of  California  filed  libels  against  384  bags  of  chili  peppers  at  Vernon, 
Calif.,  and  128  bags  of  chili  peppers  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  December  23, 
1941,  and  January  22  and  February  26,  1942,  by  Sixto  Durate  &  Co.  from  Las 
Cruces,  N.  Mex. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly 
or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 

On  April  1,  3,  and  15,  1942,  Gonzalez  &  Blanco.  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  claimant, 
having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libels,  judgments  of  condemnation  were 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it 
be  brought  into  compliance  with  the  law  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration. 


“HEALTH”  FOODS 

3424.  Misbranding  of  Illcything  Concentrated  Vegetable  Compounds.  U.  S.  v.  34 
Packages  of  Concentrated  Vegetable  Compound  Bleything  Formula  No. 
201— A  and  22  Packages  of  Concentrated  Vegetable  Compound  Bleything 
Formula  No.  201— B.  Decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C. 

No.  6468.  Sample  Nos.  65836-E,  65837-E.) 

These  products,  which  consisted  of  8-grain  tablets  of  dried  plant  material  and 
contained  less  than  1  grain  and  1%  grain  of  total  mineral  constituents  in  the 
case  of  Formulas  201-A  and  201-B,  respectively,  were  offered  for  sale  as  dietary 
supplements. 

On  August  29,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado 
filed  a  libel  against  the  above-named  products  at  Denver,  Colo.,  which  had  been 
consigned  by  Bleything  Laboratories,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been  shipped 
on  or  about  January  4  and  May  4,  1941,  from  Los  Angeles,  Calif. ;  and  charging 
that  they  were  misbranded.  They  were  labeled  in  part :  “Concentrated  Vegetable 
Compound  Bleything  Formula  201-A  [or  “201-B”]  To  Be  Used  As  A  Dietary 
Supplement  Contains  Alfalfa,  Pumpkin  And  Mint  [or  “Lettuce,  Turnip  Greens, 
Endive  And  Celery”]  Directions:  1  tablet  3  times  daily.” 

The  articles  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  on  the  label, 
“To  Be  Used  As  A  Dietary  Supplement,”  was  false  and  misleading  since  when 
taken  in  accordance  with  the  directions  on  the  label,  they  would  not  supplement 
the  diet  in  any  substantial  or  significant  respect. 

They  were  also  alleged  to  be  misbranded  under  the  provisions  of  the  law 
applicable  to  drugs  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  632. 

On  October  17,  1941,  Bleything  Laboratories  having  signed  an  acceptance 
of  service  and  authorization  for  taking  a  final  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

.3425.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  Coreco  Vitamins  A— B,— (5— D  capsules. 

U.  S.  V.  512  Boxes  of  Coreco  Vitamins  A— B.^G— D  Capsules.  Default 
decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6777.  Sample  No. 
23110-E.) 

Each  of  these  capsules  was  represented  to  contain  50  International  Units  of 
vitamin  Bi  and  1,000  U.  S.  P.  units  of  vitamin  D ;  whereas  examination  showed 
that  they  contained  less  than  12.5  International  Units  of  vitamin  Bi  and  not 
more  than  850  U.  S.  P.  units  of  vitamin  D. 

On  January  29,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  California  filed  a  libel  against  the  above-named  product  at  San  Francisco, 
Calif.,  alleging  that  it  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
May  25,  1940,  by  the  International  Vitamin  Corporation  from  New’  York,  N.  Y. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  valuable  constituents,  namely, 
vitamin  Bi  and  vitamin  D,  had  been  in  whole  or  in  part  omitted  or  abstracted 
therefrom. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  following  statements  were  false 
and  misleading  since  when  taken  in  the  dosage  of  1  capsule  per  day,  as  directed, 
they  would  not  furnish  moderate  amounts  of  vitamins  Bi  and  G :  “Biologically 
Assayed  and  Standardized  *  *  *  each  capsule  contains  not  less  than : 
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♦  •  *  1,000  U.S.P.  Units  of  Vitamin  D,  50  International  Units  of  Vitamin  Bi 
(approx.  1(X)  Chase-Sherman  Units)  ♦  *  *  Each  capsule  is  equivalent  in 

U.S.P.  Units  of  Vitamins  *  *  *  D  to  not  less  than  3  teaspoonfuls  of  Cod 

Liver  Oil  U.S.P.  assaying  *  *  ♦  85  Vitamin  D  Units  per  gram.  Each  cap-  , 

sule  furnishes  *  *  .  *  moderate  amounts  of  Vitamin  Bi  and  G  to  supplement 

the  supply  of  these  vitamins  contained  in  the  diet.” 

It  also  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  and  misbranded  under  the  provisions 

of  the  law  applicable  to  drugs,  as  reported  in  notices  of  judgment  on  drugs  i 

and  devices. 

On  March  9,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  ' 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 
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PRODUCTS 


N.  J.  No. 


AlfaJfa  leaf  meal _  3242 

Apple  (si- 

butter _ _ _ _ _  3356,  3357 

dried _  3366 

sauce _  3358 

Beans,  green,  canned _  3314-3317 

dried _ 3374-3376 

Beets,  canned _ _ 3318 

Beverages  and  beverage  materials _  3226, 3227 

Blackberries,  canned _  3304, 3305 

Bley  thing  Concentrated  Vegetable  Com¬ 
pounds _  3424 

Buckwheat  flour _  3229 

and  wheat  flour _ 3229 

Butter _ _ _  3243-3258 

Cake  flour _ 3228 

Candy _ _ _  3403-3412 

Cereal  products _ 3228-3239 

Cheese _ 3259-3267 

Cherries,  canned--. . . . 3306-3309 

Cherry  juice _  3227 

Chili  peppers _  3419-3423 

Codflsh,  dried  salt _  3297 

frozen _ _ 3286,3288 

and  haddock,  canned _  3301 

Cookies _  3239 

Coreco  Vitamins  A-Bi-Q-D  Capsules _  3425 

Com,  canned _  3319-3327 

Com  meal _ 3238 

Cottonseed  cake . 3241 

peanut,  and  olive  oil _  3400 

Cream _ 3268-3275 

Dairy  products _  3243-3276 

Dates _ 3368 

Egg(s),  frozen _ 3277-3280 

yolks,  frozen _ 3281-3283 

Feed _ 3240-3242 

Feta  cheese _ 3267 

Figs _ _ _ _ _ _ —  3367 

Fish  and  shellfish,  frozen _  3284-3296 

Fisheries  products _ _ 3284-3303 

Flavor,  vanilla _ _ 3415 

Flour _  3228-3237 

Fruit  (s)  and  vegetable(s) . .  3304-3376 

fruit(s)  butter.... . 3363 

canned . 3304-3313 

dried .  3366-3373 

juices . 3226,3227 

peel . . 3362 

products. _ _  3356-3365 

tomatoes  and  tomato  products. .  3342-3355 

vegetables,  canned . 3314-3344 

dried . ! .  3374-3376 

Grape  juice . .  322  3,  3227 

Haddock,  frozen _ _ _  3285,  3286 

and  codflsh,  canned . . 3301 


N.  J.  No. 

Herring,  pickled .  3298 

smoked . . 3299 

Icing  base,  fudge . . . .  ..  3414 

Jam.. . 3362,3363 

Jelly - - , . . . .  3359-3361 

Lemon  peel . 3362 

Lime  juice . . 3227 

Milk,  sweetened  condensed. .  3276 

Mushrooms,  canned . . 3339 

Nuts,  mixed . . 3390 

and  nut  products . 3384-3393 

Olive  oil . .  3394-3402 

Onion  powder .  3418 

Orange  juice. .  3227 

peel . . 3362 

Oysters . . 3302,3303 

Pastry  flour . . . .  3228,  3237 

Peach  and  Pear  Mix,  canned . 3310 

Peaches,  dried. . . .  3369,  3370 

Peanut  butter .  3391-3393 

and  olive  oil .  3400 

Pears,  canned .  3311 

dried . . 3371 

Peas,  canned . 3328-3338 

Pecans . .  3384-3388 

Pepper,  black . 3416 

Perch ,  frozen . . 3284-3287 

Pollack ,  f rozen . 3285 

Poppy  seed . 3417 

Poultry .  3377-3383 

Preserves. .  3364 

Prunes . 3372 

Raisins . . 3373 

Relish ,  sweet . 3365 

Rye  flour . . 3229 

meal _ : . . 1.. . .  3229 

Saccharine  products .  3403-3414 

Salmon,  canned . . . 3300 

Self -rising  flour . 3232,3236 

Shrimp,  frozen . 3290-3296 

Spices . . 3416-3423 

Spinach,  canned . . .  3340,  3341 

Sugar.. . 3413 

Tomato  (es): 

canned .  3342-3344 

catsup.. . 3345-3348 

paste . 3349 

puree . . .  3348,  3350-3354 

sauce.. . 3355 

Tullibees,  frozen . . . .*. . .  3289 

Turkeys . . 3377 

VaniUa  extract . 3415 

Vitamin  preparation . . 3425 

Walnuts . 3389 

Whiting,  frozen. . 3285,3286 


SHIPPERS,  PROCESSORS,  AND  DISTRIBUTORS 


Acker  Pecan  Products  Co.:  jn.  j.  jno. 

Secans . . 3385 

a  Milling  Co.: 

mixed  feed. . 3240 

Adams,  Clyde: 

cream . . . 3268 

Adelman,  Albert: 

herring,  pickled . 3298 

Alva  Roller  Mills: 

flour... _ _ 3230 

Ambos,  L.  Q.: 

shrimp,  frozen . 3290 

American  Fig  <b  Date  Co.: 
dates . . . 1. . . .  3368 


American  Trading  Co.:  JN.  J.  No. 

Peach  and  Pear  Mix . .  3310 

Ams,  Max: 

jam  and  fruit  butter. . 3363 

Antrim,  C.  W.,  &  Sons: 

pepper,  black . . 3416 

A-1  Food  Products  Co.: 

tomatoes,  canned . 3344 

Arco  Products  Co.: 

poppyseed . .  3417 

Armstrong  Gimli  Fisheries,  Ltd.: 

tullibees,  frozen . . 3289 

Atkinson  Cooperative  Creamery  Assoc.: 

butter . 3257 
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Azar  Bros.; 

pecans.. . 

Bakers  Food  Products  Co.; 

fruit  peel  and  jam _ 

Bartell,  R.  L.: 
cream. . . 


’  N.  J.  No. 
. .  3388 

_  3.362 

_  3268 


Baylon,  O.  H.; 

cream . . . . .  3268 

Beatrice  Creamery  Co.: 

butter _ _ _ _ _ _  3243 

Beaver  Valley  Canning  Co.: 

corn,  canned-. . 3319 

Beebe,  A.  M.,  Co.: 

spinach,  canned . 3340 

Belmont  Candy  Co.: 

candy _ 3403 

Ben  Hut  Products,  Inc.: 

chili  peppers . . 3419 

Big  Horn  Canning  Co.: 

peas,  canned _ _ .3335 

Bishopville  Milling  Co.: 

corn  meal. . . 3238 

Blackinton  &  Sons  Canning  Co.; 

tomato  puree . 3350 

Bleythin^  Laboratories: 

Bleything  concentrated  vegetable  compounds  3424 
Blue  Ribbon  Candy  Co.: 

candy . . 3406 

Blumenfeld  Pecan  Co.; 

pecan  meats _ _ _ .3386 

B  &  O  Nut  Corporation: 

walnuts _ 3389 

Bob’s  Food  Market: 

oysters _ 3302 

Borden  Co.: 

condensed  milk,  sweetened _  3276 

Borglum,  A.  E.  See  Center  Milk  Products  Co. 
Bowman  Apple  Products  Co.: 

apple  sauce,  canned . 3358 

Breakstone  Bros.,  Inc.: 

butter . . . - . . .  3256 

Brooklawn  Creamery  Co.: 

C  heddar  cheese .... . 3261 

Brownsville  Canning  Co.: 

peas,  canned . 3.329 

Burbank  Corporation: 

onion  powder _ 3418 

Burke  County  Packing  Corporation: 

tomatoes,  canned _ • _  3342 

Burrus  Mill  &  Elevator  Co.; 

flour _ 3231 

Busalacchi  Bros.,  Inc.: 

codflsh.  frozen . 3288 

Busalacchi,  T.  J.,  Inc.: 

perch,  frozen _ 3284 

Butler  Produce  &  Canning  Co.: 

tomatoes,  canned _  3344 

Cairo  Pickle  Co.: 

sweet  relish . 3365 

Calder  Bros.  Co.: 

Cheddar  cheese.. . . 3262 

California  Conserving  Co.,  Inc.: 

tomato  catsup _ 3345 

California  Food  l^roducts: 

tomato  sauce _  3355 

California  Packing  Corporation: 

flgs . . . 3367 

California  Raisin  Co.: 

raisins _ 3373 

California  Sanitary  Canning  Co.,  Ltd.: 

tomatoes,  canned _ 3343 

Cambria  Canning  Corporation: 

peas,  canned... _ 3337 

Campo,  A.: 

olive  oil . . . . - . .  3402 

Catz  American  Co.,  Inc.: 

pears,  dried _ 3371 

Center  Milk  Products  Co.: 

butter _ 3249 

Citrus  Fruit  Specialties  Co.: 

diced  fruit . . 3312 

Clipper  Car  loading  Co.; 

olive  oil . . .3396 

Clover  Farm  Stores  Corporation; 

tomato  catsup.. .  3347 

Cloverleaf  Creameries,  Inc.: 

butter. . - .  3250 

Clymer,  J.  R.  See  Denison  Poultry  <fe  Egg  Co. 


Collins  Flour  Mills,  Inc.: 

pastry  flour . . . •  3237 

Colorado  Growers  Cooperative: 

cherries,  canned . 3.306 

Columbia  Tea  Co.: 

olive  oil _ _ .3394 

Comstock  Canning  Corporation: 

peas,  canned... . 3338 

Consumers  Biscuit  Co.,  Inc.: 

cookies . . 3239 

Cooperative  Q.  L.  F.  Produce,  Inc.: 


Cosner  Candy  Co.: 

candy . . 3404 

Coss,  .T.  W.,  &  Co.:  ' 

eggs,  frozen . 3280 

Cranbury  Peed,  Poultry  &  Hatchery,  Inc.: 

poultry . . 3378 

Crown  Products  Corporation: 

preserves . 3364 

Davis  Bros.  Fisheries  Co.,  Inc.: 

canned  haddock  and  codfish _  3301 

Deerfield  Packing  Corporation: 

spinach,  canned . 3341 

De  Graff  Food  Co.: 

peas,  canned... _ _ 3328 

Denison  Poultry  &  Egg  Co.: 

turkej^s _ 3377 

De  Rosa,  M.,  Inc.: 

peas,  canned— _ 3337 

Detroit  Refrigerating  Co.: 

poultry . 3382 

Dillon  Candy  Co.: 

peanut  butter _ 3391 

Disie  Wholesale  Grocery,  Inc.: 

tomato  catsup _ 3347 

Doerksen,  C.  P.: 

cream _ _ 3269 

Dreher  Pickle  Co.: 

tomato  puree _ .3350 

Durham  Valley  Mills: 

cake  and  pastry  flour _ 3228 

Eagle  Poultry  Co.: 

poultry _ 3381 

Eagle  Wholesale  Grocery  Co.: 

beans,  green,  canned . . 3316 

Eller,  E.  E.,  Produce  Co.,  Inc.: 

aTOles,  dried _ .'. . .  3366 

El  Reno  Wholesale  Grocery  Co.: 

grape  juice _ 3226 

Empire  Spice  Mills  Manufacturing  Co.: 

vanilla  extract . 3415 

Empire  State  Canning  Co.: 

corn,  canned... _ 3320 

English,  Walter: 

peas,  canned _ _ 3329 

Esposito.  Pietro: 

olive  oil _ 3402 

European  Olive  Oils  Co.,  Inc.: 

olive  oil.. _ 3397 

Fagan,  A.  A.; 

shrimp,  frozen.. . 3291 

Fairmont  Canning  Co.: 

corn,  canned _ _ _ 3321 

Farmers  Equity  Co-op  Creamery: 

butter . 3244 

First  National  Stores,  Inc.: 

beans,  green,  canned . . ....  3314 

fruit  cocktail,  canned . 3313 

spinach,  canned . . 3341 

Fisher,  John,  Pecan  Co.: 

pecans . 3384 

Fisher,  I.  J.  See  Fisher,  John,  Pecan  Co. 

Fogle  Candy  Co.: 

candy . 3407 

Foland,  Mrs.  Carl: 

cream _ 3270 

Foodland,  Inc.: 

tomato  catsup _ _ 3347 

40-fathom  Fish  Co.: 

fish,  frozen _ _ 3285 

Fox,  Peter,  Sons  Co.: 


Franzoy,  J.  C.: 

chili  peppers _ 3420 

Franzoy,  J.  F.: 

chill  peppers . 3421 

Fruitvale  Canning  Co.: 

fruit  cocktail,  canned . .  8313 
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Fuller  Canneries  Co.:  iM.  J.  jno. 

beans,  green,  canned _ _  3314 

Furman  &  Co.,  Inc.: 

poultry _ 3.379 

Furman,  Jacob.  See  Furman  &  Co.,  Inc. 

Qaspe  Export  Regd.: 

codfish,  dried  .salt . 3297 

General  Grocer  Co.: 

peanut  butter - - 3393 

General  Mills,  Inc.: 

flour _ 3232 

Genoa  Fisheries,  Inc.: 

fish,  frozen _  3286 

George  Canning  Co.  See  George  Canning 
Corporation. 

George  Canning  Corporation: 

tomato  puree. - 3352 

Geymann,  C.  B.: 

•spinach ,  canned . . 3340 

Gile,  H.  S.,  &  Co.: 

prunes... - - 3372 

Gold  Medal  Dairies,  Inc.: 

Cheddar  cheese - - - 3260 

Gomperts,  Jack,  &  Co.: 

pears,  dried - 3371 

Gorton,  T.  S.,  Jr.  See  Slade  Gorton  Co. 

Gould,  H.  W.: 

cream.. - - 3271 

Grande,  Vincent: 

olive  oil _ _ _ -  ^395 

Great  Atlantic  &  Pacific  Tea  Co.: 

butter _ _ 3250 

Great  Western  Sugar  Co.: 

sugar... _ _ 3413 

Greenwald,  Sam* 

cream _ 3272 

Gimstenson,  Gunuf.  See  Kelliher  Creamery 
Co. 

G winner  Co-operative  Creamery: 

butter _  3251 

Hannover  Creamery  Association: 

butter . . 3252 

Hansen,  Al: 

Cheddar  cheese . 3263 

Hardee,  J.  R.,  Jr.: 

shrimp,  frozen . 3292 

Hartmann  Canning  Co.,  Inc.: 

tomato  paste _ 3349 

Heatwole  Cooperative  Creamery  Assoc.: 

butter _  3253 

Heidelberger  Confectionery  Co.,  Inc.: 

candy _ 3405 

Heidelberger,  Gustav  and  Louis.  See  Heidel¬ 
berger  Confectionery  Co.,  Inc. 

Hellerick,  Frank,  Co.,  Inc.: 

butter _ 3252 

Highway  Butter  &  Egg  Co.,  Inc.: 

eggs,  frozen . 3277 

Home  Canning  Co.: 

tomato  puree _  3351 

Hunter,  Walton  &  Co.: 

butter _ _  .  .  _ _ _  3254 

Hurt  Grocer  Co.: 

peaches,  dried _  3369 

Igleheart  Bros.,  Inc.: 

pastry  flour . . 3237 

Indiana  Mushroom  Corporation: 

mushrooms,  canned _  3339 

Indianapolis  Terminal  &  Refrigerating  Co.: 

eggs,  frozen _ 3278 

International  Vitamin  Corporation: 

Coreco  Vitamins  A-Bi-G-D  Capsules -  3425 

Iowa  Canning  Co.: 

com,  canned . . 3322 

Jack  Sprat  Foods,  Inc.: 

beets,  canned _ _ _ _ _ - .  3318 

Johnson,  A.  J.  See  Kelliher  Creamery  Co. 

Johnson  H.  A.,  Co: 

tomato  puree . . . 3351 

Jones,  8.  L.,  &  Co.,  Inc.: 

chili  peppers - 3422 

Keene- Bel videre  Canning  Co.:  ^ 

com,  canned.. - - - -  3323 

Kelliher  Creamery  Co.: 

butter... . . 3254 

Klnderman,  J.,  &  Sons: 

olive  oil _ 3397 

Kitchen  Products,  Inc.: 

tomato  catsup . 3:146 
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Klamkin,  Lew.  See  Belmont  Candy  Co. 
Knapp,  Geo.: 

cream . . . . 

Knepper,  Bert: 

cream _ 

Knudsen,  Edwin  and  J,  A.  See  Center  Milk 
Products  Co. 

Kraft  Cheese  Co.: 

Cheddar  cheese . . . 

Kroger  Grocery  &  Baking  Co.: 

apple  butter... . . . 

com,  canned- _ _ _ _ 

Lampman,  J.  T.,  &  Co.: 

rye  flour,  rye  meal,  and  buckwheat  flour _ 

Land  O’The  Sky  Mutual  Association,  Inc.: 

beans,  green,  canned _ 

Lanesboro  Produce  &  Hatchery  Co.: 

poultry . . . . . 

Litteral  Canning  Co.: 

blackberries,  canned _ _ _ 

Loop  Fish  &  Oyster  Co.: 

shrimp,  frozen . . . 

Loveland  Canning  Co.: 

cherries,  canned . . . . 

MacDonald  Andrews  Co.: 

blackberries,  canned... . . . . 

Marr,  H.  A.,  Grocery  Co.: 

tomato  catsup . . . 

Marshall  Canning  Co.: 

beets,  canned . . . . . 

corn,  canned... . . . . 

Martin  Food  Products,  Inc.: 

jelly — . . . . 

Martin,  J.: 

shrimp,  frozen . . . 

Matzger  Chocolate  Co.: 

candy. - - - - - - - 

McCoy  Canned  Foods  Co.: 

peas,  canned . . . . . . 

McGrath,  H.  J.,  Co.: 

corn,  canned _ _ _ _ _ 

Melrose  Canning  Co.: 

l^as,  canned _ _ _ _ 

Midwest  Food  Packers,  Inc.: 

tomato  catsup . . . . 

Mitchell,  John  8.,  Inc.: 

peas,  canned— _ _ 

Montana  Flour  Mills  Co.: 

flour.. - - - - - 

Moosalina  Products  Corporation: 

peas,  canned . . . 

Morgan-Adams  Co.,  Inc.: 

corn,  canned _ _ _ _ _ 

Morgan  City  Packing  Co.: 

shrimp,  frozen . . . . 

Morgan  Packing  Co.: 

peas,  canned _ 

Mountain  States  Creamery  Co.: 

egg  yolks,  frozen... - - 

Muskatell,  Morris: 

salmon,  canned . . . . . 

Mutual  Creamery  Co.: 

Cheddar  cheese.. . . 

Naas  Corporation: 

tomato  catsup - - 

Nation  Wide  Service  Grocers: 

peanut  butter _ _ 

National  Retailer-Owned  Grocers,  Inc.: 

beans,  string,  canned . . . 

corn,  canned . . - . 

mushrooms,  canned - - 

New  Auburn  Creamery  A.ssociation: 

butter _ _ - . 

North  Atlantic  Fish  Co.: 

perch,  frozen - - - 

Northern  Grocery  Co.: 

raisins . . . . . . - . 

Northrup,  King  &  Co.: 

alfalfa  leaf  meal . . - 

Northwest  Dairy  Forwarding  Co.: 

butter . . - . . 

Nova  Scotia  Salt  Fish  Co.: 

herring,  pickled.  . . 

smoked . . 

Olive  Products  Co.: 

olive  oil-- . - . 

Olson,  H.  O.: 

cream . . 


3273 

3269 

326-4 

3356 

3323 

3229 

3317 
3380 

3304 
3293 
3307 

3305 
3346 

3318 

3324 

3361 

3293 
3408 

3330 

3325 

3331 

3346 

3332 
3233 
3335 

3326 

3294 

3333 
3282 
3300 
3265 

3347 
3393 

3315 

3319 
3339 

3255 
3287 
3373 
3242 

3256 

3298 

3299 

3396 

3268 
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Pack,  Michael:  ej.J.iNo. 

poultry . .  3378 

Pecos  Valley  Alfalfa  Mill  Co.: 

alfalfa  leaf  meal . .  3242 

Peoples  Drug  Stores,  Inc.: 

candy .  3410 

Perry  Canning  Co.: 

tomatoe  puree _ 3353 

Petry,  P.  H.,  Co.: 

chill  peppers .  3422 

Pickwick  Products,  Inc.: 

tomatoe  puree . 3354 

Pleasant  Grove  Caiming  Co.: 

tomato  catsup  and  puree .  3348 

Porter,  E.  G.: 

beans,  dried _ _ 3375 

Prentiss  Wm.,  Jr.  See  Burbank  Corporation. 
Preserves,  Inc.: 

apple  butter . 3357 

Pruitt  Produce  Co:: 

chickens . . 3383 

Puglia,  G.,  &  Co.: 

olive  oil . . 3398 

Purity  Spice  &  Seed  Mills: 

nuts,  mixed.. . 3390 

Railton,  B.  A.,  Co.: 

tomato  puree. .  3352 

Red  Line  Commercial  Co.,  Inc.: 

nuts,  mixed . 3390 

Red  &  White  Corporation: 

tomato  catsup . . . 3345 

Richter  Bros.: 

herring,  smoked _ 3299 

Roanoke  Dairy  &.  Ice  Cream  Co.,  Inc.: 

butter . . 3245 

Robertson  Peanut  Co.: 

peanut  butter . .  3392 

Rocky  Mountain  Cheese  Co.: 

Feta  cheese.  . . 3267 

Roddenbery,  W.  B.,  Co.: 

sweet  relish . 3365 

Roeding  Fig  <fe  Olive  Co.:  • 

figs . . 3367 

Rogers  Canning  Co.: 

peas,  canned . 3336 

Rothenberg  &  Schneider  Bros.: 

egg  yolk,  frozen . .  3281,  3283 

Royal  Blue  Stores,  Inc.: 

tomato  catsup. . .  3347 

Royal  Confectionery  Co.: 

candy . 3412 

Sage  Chemical  Co.: 

olive  oil . 3397,3399 

St.  John’s  Shrimp  Co.: 

shrimp,  frozen _ 3294 

St.  Louis  Refrigerating  &  Cold  Storage  Co.: 

eggs,  frozen . . 3280 

Santos,  John: 

shrimp,  frozen . 3295 

Scheffler,  Alvie: 

cream . . 3274 

Schingen  Candies . . 

candy _ 3409 

Schluderberg,  Wm.-T.  J.  Kurdle  Co.: 

butter . . - . . . . .  3246 

Sclafani,  J.  L.: 

codfish,  dried  salt . . 3297 

Selected  Products,  Inc.: 

cherries,  canned _ _ 3307 

Silver  Creek  Preserving  Corporation: 

beans,  green,  canned.. . 3316 

Silverton  Canning  Co.: 

cherries,  canned. . 3309 

Sixto  Durate  &  Co.: 

chili  peppers .  3423 

Slade  Gorton  Co.: 

perch,  frozen . 3284 

Sorensen,  R.  C.  See  Walhalla  Producers 
Creamery  Co. 

Sperry  Flour  Co.: 

flour . . 3234 

Springfield  Sugar  Products  Co.: 

tomato  paste _ _ - .  3349 

Steele  Canning  Co.: 

grape  juice. .  3226 


Stokely  Bros.  <fe  Co.,  Inc.:  XN.J.iNO. 

corn,  canned _ _ _ _ _ -  3327 

Sugar  Creek  Creamery  Co.: 

butter . 3247 

Summers,  Chas.  G.,  Jr.,  Inc.: 

peas,  canned . 3334 

Sunny  State  Cheese  Co.: 

Cheddar  cheese . . 3266 

Sweet  Adeline  Foods,  Inc.: 

peanut  butter . . . - . -  3393 

Swift  &  Co.: 

butter _ _ - . .  3258 

eggs,  frozen _ _ 3279 

Tahlequah  Ice,  Ice  Cream  &  Bottling  Co.: 

butter.  - . 3248 

Texas  Wax  Goods  Co.: 

fruit  juices . .  3227 

Traders  Oil  Mill  Co.: 

cottonsee^d  cake . . 3241 

Tuggle-Edstrom  Co.: 

tomato  sauce . . 3355 

Tupman  Thurlow  Sales  Co.,  Inc.: 

haddock  and  codfish,  canned. _ _  3301 

Uco  Food  Corporation: 

com,  canned . . 3320,3321 

Uddo-Taormina  Corporation: 

peanut  and  oliveoil . 3400 

Union  Fish  Co.: 

oysters.... . 3302 

Universal  Fish  &  Prawn  Co.: 

shrimp,  frozen... .  3296 

Vagim  Packing  Co.: 

peaches,  dried . 3369,3370 

Van  Mark,  Hans: 

cream . 3276 

Verdigre  Creamery  Co.: 

butter . 3257 

Veronica  Oil  Co.,  Inc.: 

oliveoil.. . . 3401 

Vienna  Extract  Co.,  Inc.: 

jelly - 3360 

Vincennes  Packing  Corporation: 

tomato  puree... .  3354 

Voneiff-Drayer  Co.' 

candy . . 3410 

Wagner,  H.  M.,  &  Co.,  Inc.: 

fudge  icing  base _ 3414 

Walhalla  Producers  Creamery  Co.: 

butter _ 3256 

Warren  Oyster  Co.: 

oysters . . 3303 

Washburn  Crosby  Co.: 

flour  _ I _ _ _ _ _  3235 

Washington  Packers,  Inc.: 

cherries,  canned . 3308 

pears,  canned .  3311 

Watson,  Hunter: 

shrimp,  frozen. . 3293 

Webster-Thomas  Co.: 

tomato  puree . 3351 

Weideman  Co.: 

peas,  canned .  3338 

tomato  catsup . 3347 

Western  Creamery  Co.: 

Cheddar  cheese . . -  3259 

Western  Feeders  Supply  Co.: 

cottonseed  cake . . 3241 

White  Cap  Preserves,  Inc.: 

jelly . 3359 

Wilder  Pecan  Co.: 

pecans.. . . . 3387 

William’s  Candy  Co.: 

candy . 3411 

Wilson  &  Co.: 

butter.. . . . i .  3250 

Wilson  Flour  Mills: 

flour .  3236 

Yale  Elevator  Co.: 

beans,  dried... . 3376 

York  Canning  Co.,  Inc.: 

olive  oil . .  3397 

Young,  L.  H.,  Co.: 

codfish,  frozen . 3288 

Zenith-Godley  Co.: 

butter .  3251,3253 
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BEVERAGE  MATERIALS 

8426.  Adulteration  and  misbranding-  of  fountain  flavors.  II.  S.  v.  The  Riehlovv 
Manufacturing  Co.  and  James  E.  L>oxv.  Pleas  of  guilty.  Fine  of  ^240 
against  defendant  Low;  ease  dismissed  against  corporation.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

6.501.  Sample  Nos.  65071-E.  65077-E,  65078-E.) 

On  May  15,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado  filed 
an  information  against  the  Richlow  Manufacturing  (^o.,  a  corporation,  Denver, 
Colo.,  and  James  E.  Low,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  April  15,  June  2,  and 
June  6,  1941,  from  the  State  of  Colorado  into  the  State  of  Wyoming,  of  a  quantity 
of  vanilla-flavored  simp  which  was  adulterated  and  misbranded  and  of  a  quantity 
of  Chocolate-Fudge  Flake  that  was  adulterated.  The  articles  were  labeled  in 
part :  “Vanilla  Flavored  Syrup”  or  ‘  Flavor-Rite  Chocolate- Fudge  Flake.” 

The  chocolate  fudge  fiake  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted 
in  whole  oi-  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  or 
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packed  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated 
with  filth. 

The  vanilla-flavored  sirup  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  sirup  flavored 
with  imitation  vanilla  and  simulating  vanilla-flavored  sirup  had  been  substi¬ 
tuted  wholly  or  in  part  for  vanilla-flavored  sirup,  which  it  purported  to  be.  It  was 
alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  was  an  imitation  of  another  food,  namely, 
vanilla-flavored  sirup,  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in  type  of  uniform  size  and 
prominence  the  word  “imitation”  and  immediately  thereafter  the  name  of  the 
food  imitated ;  and  in  that  it  was  fabricated  from  two  or  more  ingredients  and 
its  label  failed  to  bear  the  common  or  usual  name  of  each  ingredient. 

On  May  20,  1942,  pleas  of  guilty  having  been  entered  on  behalf  of  both  defend¬ 
ants,  a  fine  of  $200  was  imposed  on  defendant  Low.  The  court  dismissed  the 
case  against  the  corporation. 

3427.  Misbranding:  of  grape  juice  drink.  U.  S.  v.  27  Cases  of  Grape  Juice  Drink. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  5646. 

Sample  No.  74305-E.) 

Analysis  showed  that  this  product  was  an  artificially  colored  solution  of  water, 
citric  acid,  flavor,  sugar,  and  grape  juice,  having  the  appearance  and  odor  of  grape 
juice  and  taste  of  diluted  grape  juice. 

On  September  8,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey 
filed  a  libel  against  27  cases  of  grape  juice  drink  at  Paterson,  N.  J.,  alleging 
shipment  in  interstate -commerce  on  or  about  July  16  and  18,  1941,  by  Rosen 
Products,  Inc.,  from  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It 
was  labeled  in  part :  “Rosaly  Grape  Juice  Drink  Pure  Concord  Grape  Juice, 
Sugar,  Fruit  Flavor,  Certified  Food  Color,  Acid  and  Water  Packed  By  Rosaly 
Products  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  was  an  imitation  of  another 
food  and  its  label  failed  to  bear,  in  type  of  uniform  size  and  prominence,  the 
word  “imitation”  and,  immediately  thereafter,  the  name  of  the  food  imitated. 

On  July  13,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

CEREAL  PRODUCTS 

FLOUR 

3428.  Action  to  enjoin  and  restrain  distribution  of  adulterated  buckwheat  dour 

and  rye  meal.  U.  S.  v.  John  T.  Lampman  (J.  T.  Lampman  &.  Co.).  Con¬ 
sent  decree  granting  permanent  injunction.  (Inj.  No.  24.) 

On  January  30,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  complaint  against  John  T.  Lampman,  trading  as  J.  T.  Lampman 
&  Co.  at  Claverack,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  from  on  or  about  October  22,  1941,  to 
the  date  of  filing  of  the  complaint  the  defendant  had  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  flour  and  meal  that  were  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted  in  whole  or 
in  part  of  filthy,  putrid,  and  decomposed  substances  and  were  unfit  for  food, 
and  that  during  such  time  the  defendant  had  been  preparing,  packing,  and 
holding  flour  and  meal  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  they  might  have 
become  and  had  become  contaminated  with  filth ;  and  praying  that  judgment  be 
entered  enjoining  and  restraining  the  defendant  from  directly  or  indirectly  intro¬ 
ducing  or  delivering  for  introduction  in  interstate  commerce  any  adulterated 
article  of  food. 

On  April  10,  1942,  the  defendant  having  filed  an  answer  denying  the  substantive 
allegations  of  the  complaint  but  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree  with¬ 
out  trial  or  adjudication  of  any  issue  of  fact  or  law  and  without  admission 
either  express  or  implied  with  respect  to  any  such  issue,  judgment  was  entered 
permanently  enjoining  and  restraining  the  defendant  and  anyone  acting  on  his 
behalf  from  introducing  and  delivering  for  introduction  in  interstate  commerce, 
in  violation  of  the  law,  any  adulterated  article  of  food,  the  decree  providing 
that  it  should  not  be  construed  as  prohibiting  the  introduction  or  delivery  for 
introduction  into  interstate  commerce  of  any  adulterated  food  where  such  adul¬ 
teration  could  not,  by  the  exercise  of  due  and  reasonable  care,  have  been  pre¬ 
vented,  known  to,  or  remedied  by  the  defendant  or  those  acting  on  his  behalf. 
The  decree  further  permanently  enjoined,  restrained,  and  prohibited  the  defend¬ 
ant  and  those  acting  for  him  from  introducing  or  delivering  for  introduction 
into  interstate  commerce  any  adulterated  food  unless  and  until  the  defendant 
had  taken  all  reasonable  and  necessary  steps,  including  necessary  alterations 
and  repairs,  to  rid  and  keep  the  premises  free  from  rodents,  cats,  weevils,  and 
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insects,  had  fumigated  the  premises  thoroughly,  cleaned  all  the  equipment,  etc., 
and  taken  all  other  reasonable  precautions  to  render  the  manufacturing  and 
storage  plant  clean  and  sanitary. 

3429.  Adulteration  of  pancake  flour.  U.  S.  v.  300  Cases  of  Buckwheat  and  Corn 

Flour.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

7403.  Sample  No.  40677-E.) 

This  product  contained  rodent  hair  fragments  as  well  as  insect  fragments. 

On  April  27,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  300  cases  each  containing  24  packages  of  the 
above-named  product  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  March  20,  1942,  by  France  Milling  Co. 
from  Cobleskill,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted 
in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under 
insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Packages)  “1  Lb.  4  Oz.  Asco  Brand  Self  Rising 
Buckwheat  Wheat  &  Corn  Flour  *  *  *  Distributed  by  American  Stores  Co. 

Phila.,  Pa.” 

On  May  20,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3430.  Adulteration  of  pancake  and  waffle  flour.  U.  S.  v.  35  Bales  and  108  Bales 

of  Bags  of  Pancake  and  Waffle  Flour.  Default  decree  of  condemnation 

and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7103.  Sample  Nos.  93211— E,  93212— E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  rodent  type  hairs. 

On  March  31,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon  filed 
a  libel  against  35  bales  each  containing  20  bags,  and  108  bales  each  containing 
10  bags,  of  pancake  and  waffle  fiour  at  Portland,  Oreg.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  February  14,  1942,  from 
Weiser,  Idaho,  and  that  it  was  in  possession  of  Safeway  Stores,  Inc. ;  and  charg¬ 
ing  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy 
substance,  and  in  that  it  had  been  held  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it 
might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part: 
“4-9/10  Lbs.  [or  “9-8/10  Lbs.”]  Net  Weight  Harvest  Blossom  Pancake  and  Waffle 
Flour  Self  Rising  Famous  Flours,  Inc.,  Omaha,  Nebr.  Distributor.” 

On  May  18,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3431.  Adulteration  of  rye  graham  flour.  U.  S.  v.  27  Bags  of  Flour  (and  2  other 

seizure  actions  against  flour).  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and 

destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6095,  6096,  6097.  Sample  Nos.  74528— E,  74529— E, 

74530-E.) 

This  product  contained  rodent  excreta  fragments,  rodent  hairs,  and  insect 
fragments. 

On  November  5,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York  filed  libels  against  a  total  of  78  bags  of  fiour  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleg¬ 
ing  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period 
from  on  or  about  September  2  to  on  or  about  September  26,  1941,  by  A.  Katz, 
Etra  Mills,  from  Ilightstown,  N.  J. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that 
it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 

On  December  2,  3,  and  5,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of 
condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

Nos.  3432  to  3438  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  flour  that  had  been 
shipped  in  interstate  commerce  and  was  in  interstate  commerce  at  the  time  of 
examination,  at  which  time  it  was  found  to  be  insect-infested.  In  most  instances 
the  time  of  contamination  was  not  determined. 

3432.  Adulteration  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  160  Bags  of  Flour.  Consent  decree  of 

condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  5932.  Sample  No.  49846-E.) 

On  or  about  October  8,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Mississippi  filed  a  libel  against  160  12-pound  bags  of  flour  at  Hattiesburg, 
Miss.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  July  10,  1941,  by  Ada  Milling  Co.  from  Ada,  Okla. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  fllthy  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Cambric  Flour  Bleached.” 

On  April  14, 1942,  Shelby  Wholesale  Grocery,  Inc.,  Hattiesburg,  Miss.,  claimant, 
having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  en- 
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tered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked  under 
the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  It  was  denatured  for 
use  as  hog  feed. 

3433.  Adulteration  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  16  Bagrs  of  Flour.  Default  decree  of  con¬ 

demnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6000.  Sample  No.  49854— E.) 

On  October  9,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Mississippi  filed  a  libel  against  16  140-pound  bags  of  fiour  at  Jackson,  Miss., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
August  14  and  15,  1941,  by  the  Hecker  Flour  Mills  from  Jefferson,  Okla. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substance. 

On  May  5,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3434.  Adulteration  of  flour.  tJ.  S.  v.  70  Bagrs  of  Flour.  Default  deeree  of  con¬ 

demnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6012.  Sample  No.  49857— E.) 

On  October  9,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Mississippi  filed  a  libel  against  70  140-pound  bags  of  fiour  at  Jackson,  Miss., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
August  15,  1941,  by  the  Higginsville  Flour  Mill  from  Higginsville,  Mo. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy 
substance. 

On  May  5,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3435.  Adulteration  of  flour.  TJ.  S.  v.  26  Bag's  and  47  Bags  of  Self-rising  Flour. 

Default  decree  of  eondemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6011. 

Sample  No.  35823— E.) 

On  October  10,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Mississippi  filed  a  libel  against  26  98-pound  bags  and  47  48-pound  bags  of  fiour 
at  Vicksburg,  Miss.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  July  17,  August  18,  and  September  13,  1941,  by  the  Hun¬ 
garian  Flour  Mills  from  Denver,  Colo. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in 
that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part :  “Self-Rising  The  Magic  Flour  ‘King  of  All’  Crescent  Flour  Mills  Denver.” 

On  May  20,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3436.  Adulteration  of  flour.  TJ.  S.  v.  122  Bags  of  Flour.  Default  decree  of  con¬ 

demnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5785.  Sample  Nos.  67369— E  to 

67372-E,  incl.) 

On  September  20,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Arkansas  filed  a  libel  against  38  48-pound  bags,  8  96-pound  bags,  and  76  24-pound 
bags  of  flour  at  West  Memphis,  Ark.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  December  18,  1940,  and  February  13  and 
April  5,  1941,  by  Ismert  Hincke  Milling  Co.  from  Topeka,  Kans. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid, 
and  decomposed  substance,  and  was  otherwise  unfit  for  food.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part:  “Sno-Cloud  Best  Patent  Flour  [“S»elf -Rising”  on  portion  of 
bags].” 

On  May  4,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3437.  Adulteration  of  flour.  TJ.  S.  v.  888  Bags  of  Flour.  Consent  decree  of 

condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  5933.  Sample  Nos.  49S41-E  to  49845-E,  incl.) 

On  or  about  October  8,  1941,  the  United  S^'ates  attorney  for  the  Southern  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Mississippi  filed  a  libel  against  32  48-pound  bags,  395  24-pound  bags, 
and  461  12-pound  bags  of  flour  at  Hattiesburg,  Miss.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about 
May  21  to  on  or  about  Jul.v  31,  1941,  in  part  by  Riverview  Mills  Co.  and  In  part 
by  Ismert-Hincke  Milling  Co.  from  Topeka,  Kans. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Bags)  “Sno-Boy  *  *  *  Flour”;  “Sno- 

Boy.  *  *  *  Flour  *  *  *  Self-Rising” ;  “Sno-Cloud  ♦  *  *  Flour” ;  “Lovely 
Lady  ♦  ♦  *  Flour” :  or  “Lovely  Lady  ♦  *  *  Flour  *  ♦  ♦  Self-Rising.” 

On  April  14,  1942,  Shelby  Wholesale  Grocery,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the 
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product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  and  disposed  of  for  purposes  other  than 
human  consumption.  It  was  denatured  for  use  as  hog  feed. 

3438.  Adulteration  of  flour.  U.  S.  v.  300  Bag’s  of  Flour.  Default  decree  of  con¬ 

demnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  0919.  Sample  No.  67653— E.) 

On  October  1,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Arkansas  filed  a  libel  against  200  24-pound  bags  of  flour  at  Harrison,  Ark.,  alleg¬ 
ing  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  April 
12  and  July  28,  1941,  by  the  Lindsborg  Milling  &  Elevator  Co.  from  Lindsborg, 
Kans. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Parker  House 
Flour.” 

On  May  4,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3439.  Adulteration  of  doughnut  mixture.  U.  S.  v.  2  Barrels  of  Doughnut  Flour. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5774. 

Sample  No.  53723-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  insect-infested. 

On  September  22,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Arizona 
filed  a  libel  against  2  barrels  of  doughnut  flour  at  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  June  12  and  27, 
1941,  by  the  Doughnut  Corporation  of  America  from  Oakland,  Calif. ;  and  charg¬ 
ing  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy 
substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Supreme  Doughnut  Mixture.” 

On  February  24,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

CORN  MEAL 

3440.  Adulteration  of  corn  meal.  U.  S.  v.  625  Bags  of  Corn  Meal.  Consent  de¬ 

cree  of  condemnation.  Profluct  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  dena¬ 
tured  into  animal  feed.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7487.  Sample  No.  48680-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  rodent  excreta,  rodent  hair 
fragments,  and  insect  fragments. 

On  May  12, 1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  Florida 
filed  a  libel  against  625  unlabeled  96-pound  bags  of  corn  meal  at  Tampa,  Fla., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
May  2,  1942,  by  Eelbeck  Milling  Co.,  from  Omaha,  Ga. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance,  and  in 
that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have 
become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  May  20,  1942,  Eelbeck  Milling  Co.,  claimant,  having  consented  to  the  entry 
of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered 
released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  reconditioned  under  the  supervision  of 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  for  sale  as  animal  feed. 

3441.  Adulterafiou  of  corn  meal.  U.  S.  v.  72  Bags  of  Corn  Meal.  Default  decree 

of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7588.  Sample  No.  89760— E.) 

This  product  contained  rodent  hairs  and  excreta  and  insect  fragments. 

On  June  1,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  New 
York  filed  a  libel  against  72  100-pound  bags  of  corn  meal  at  New  York,  N.  Y., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
May  18,  1942,  by  the  Davis  Milling  Co.  from  Norfolk,  Va. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part;  “Mayo  Water  Ground  Only  From  Carefully 
Selected  Corn.” 

On  June  18,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3442.  Adulteration  of  corn  meal.  U.  S.  v.  64  Bags  of  Corn  Meal.  Consent  decree 

of  forfeiture.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  denatured  into 

stock  feed,  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7549.  Sample  No.  98068— B.) 

This  product  was  contaminated  with  rodent  hairs  and  excreta  and  insect  frag¬ 
ments. 

On  May  25,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massachusetts 
filed  a  libel  against  64  100-pound  bags  of  corn  meal  at  Charlestown,  Mass.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  March  7i 
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1942,  by  the  Eagle  Roller  Mill  Co.  from  New  Ulm,  Minn. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Gold  Coin  Yellow  Corn  Meal.” 

On  June  16,  1942,  Eagle  Roller  Mill  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allega¬ 
tions  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered 
released  under  bond  to  be  denatured  into  stock  feed  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3443.  Adulteration  of  corn  meal.  TJ.  S.  v.  80  Bag^s  of  Corn  Meal.  Default  decree 

of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7679.  Sample  No.  79683— E.) 

This  product  contained  rodent  hairs  and  excreta. 

On  May  29,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Ken¬ 
tucky  filed  a  libel  against  80  25-pound  bags  of  corn  meal  at  Paintsville,  Ky.,  alleg¬ 
ing  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  May  19, 
1942,  by  John  W.  Eshelman  &  Sons  from  Circleville,  Ohio;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Eshelman  Red  Rose  White  Corn  Meal.” 

On  June  24,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3444.  Adulteration  of  corn  meal.  U.  S.  v.  17  Bagrs  and  36  Ba^s  of  Corn  Meal. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6920.  Sam¬ 
ple  Nos.  63736-E,  63737-E.) 

This  product  was  insect-infested. 

On  or  about  October  8,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of 
Arizona  filed  a  libel  against  53  bags,  each  containing  24  pounds,  of  corn  meal  at 
Holbrook,  Ariz.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  April  25,  1941,  by  the  Quaker  Oats  Co.  from  St.  Joseph,  Mo.;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Aunt  Jemima  Yellow  [or 
“White”]  Cream  Corn  Meal.” 

On  February  24,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3445.  Adulteration  of  corn  meal.  U.  S.  v.  193  Bag^s  and  89  Bag^s  of  Corn  Meal. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6022. 

Sample  No.  35822-E.) 

This  product  contained  rodent  hairs  and  insect  fragments. 

On  or  about  October  15,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern 
District  of  Mississippi  filed  a  libel  against  192  24-pound  bags  and  89  10-pound 
bags  of  corn  meal  at  Vicksburg,  Miss.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  August  26,  1941,  by  the  Scott  County  Milling 
Co.  from  Sikeston,  Mo. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  con¬ 
sisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 

On  May  20,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

MACARONI  PRODUCTS 

3446.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  spagrbetti  and  meat  balls.  U.  S.  v.  48 

Cases  of  Spagrhetti  and  Meat  Balls.  Default  decree  of  condemnation. 

Product  ordered  delivered  to  a  charitable  institution.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6917. 

Sample  No.  90371-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  consisted  of  spaghetti  prepared  with 
tomato  sauce,  spices,  and  some  cheese.  Each  can  contained  less  than  1  ounce 
of  so-called  meat  balls,  which  consisted  essentially  of  cereal  or  meal  with  less 
than  25  percent  of  meat. 

On  February  25,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Rhode 
Island  filed  a  libel  against  48  cases  of  spaghetti  and  meat  balls  at  Providence, 
R.  I.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  February  3,  1942,  by  G.  Capaldi  &  Son,  Inc.,  from  Watertown,  Mass. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part: 
“Naples  Brand  Italian  Style  Finest  Quality  Spaghetti  and  Meat  Balls.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  substance  consisting  essen¬ 
tially  of  cereal  had  been  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  meat  balls,  which  it 
purported  to  contain. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  vignette  of  a  dish  of  spaghetti  and 
two  meat  balls,  and  the  statement  “Spaghetti  and  Meat  Balls  ♦  ♦  *  Packed 
In  U.  S.  A.  in  accordance  with  all  pure  food  laws  This  can  contains  spaghetti  and 
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meat  balls  with  tomato  sauce  and  cheese  Meat  Balls  are  composed  of  Fresh 
Inspected  Meat  Bread  Crumbs  Strictly  Fresh  Eggs,”  borne  on  the  label,  were 
false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  each  can  of  which  contained  less 
than  1  ounce  of  “meat  balls”  consisting  essentially  of  cereal  or  meal  with  less 
than  25  percent  of  meat. 

On  May  19,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered,  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  a  charitable  institution. 

3447.  Misbranding  of  noodles.  U.  S.  v.  25  Cases  of  Noodles.  Default  tlecree  of 

condemnation.  Product  ortlered  delivered  to  a  Federal  institution.  (F. 

D.  C.  No.  6752.  Sample  No.  85586-E.) 

This  product  occupied  only  about  one-third  of  the  capacity  of  the  container. 

On  January  22,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington  filed  a  libel  against  25  cases,  each  containing  24  6-ounce  packages, 
of  noodles  at  Tacoma,  Wash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in 
interstate  commerce  on  or  about  September  22,  1941,  by  Oriental  Food  Products 
Co.  of  California  from  Los  Angeles,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded. 
It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Packages)  “Jan-U-Wine  Plain  Noodles.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  packages  were  too  large 
for  the  amount  of  noodles  they  contained,  and  the  noodles  did  not  occupy  a 
reasonable  amount  of  the  available  space. 

On  April  27,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  a  Federal  institution. 

BAKERY  PRODUCTS 

3448.  Adulteration  of  bread.  U.  S.  v.  William  J.  Goldstein,  Abe  H.  Goldstein, 

and  Sam  Goldstein  (Goldstein’s  Bakery).  Pleas  of  nolo  contendere. 

Fines,  .$750.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6464.  Sample  Nos.  65623-E.  65624-E.  65625-E, 

65636-E,  65637-E,  65638-E.) 

Samples  of  this  product  were  found  to  contain  various  types  of  filth  such  as 
rodent  hairs  and  insect  and  worm  fragments. 

On  April  29,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado  filed 
an  information  against  William  J.  Goldstein,  Abe  H.  Goldstein,  and  Sam  Gold¬ 
stein,  copartners  trading  as  Goldstein’s  Bakery  at  Denver,  Colo.,  alleging  ship¬ 
ment  on  or  about  May  28  and  June  3  and  6,  1941,  from  the  State  of  Colorado  into 
the  States  of  Nebraska,  Kansas,  South  Dakota,  New  Mexico,  and  Texas  of  quan¬ 
tities  of  bread  which  was  adulterated.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  “Goldstein’s 
Sweitzer  Bread,”  “Goldstein’s  ‘Nu-Vita’  Rye  Bread,”  or  “Goldstein’s  Russian 
Pumpernickel.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary 
conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  May  16,  1942,  the  defendants  having  entered  pleas  of  nolo  contendere,  the 
court  imposed  a  fine  of  $250  upon  each. 

3449.  Adulteration  of  bakery  products.  U.  S.  v.  Marx  Baking  Co.,  Inc.  Plea 

of  guilty.  Fine,  $210.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6490.  Sample  Nos.  65802-E,  65803-E, 

65806-E,  65807-E,  65870-E,  65871-E,  65872-E.) 

Samples  of  this  product  were  found  to  contain  rodent  hairs,  insect  fragments, 
and  other  filth. 

On  April  28,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado  filed 
an  information  against  Marx  Baking  Co.,  Inc.,  Lamar,  Colo.,  alleging  shipment 
on  or  about  July  10  and  August  28,  1941,  from  the  State  of  Colorado  into  the 
State  of  Kansas  of  quantities  of  bread,  rolls,  and  Danish  pastry,  which  were 
adulterated  in  that  they  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance,  and  in 
that  they  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  they  might 
have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  articles  were  labeled  in  part :  “Old 
Style  Master  Bread,”  “Cinnamon  Rolls,”  “Pan  Rolls,”  “Caramel  Rolls,”  or  “Dan¬ 
ish  Pastry.” 

On  May  25,  1942,  the  defendant  having  entered  a  plea  of  guilty,  the  court  im¬ 
posed  a  fine  of  $210. 

3450.  Adulteration  of  cake.  U.  S.  v.  Mrs.  Joseph  Speneer  (Silver  Dream  Cake 

Co.).  Plea  of  nolo  contendere.  Defendant  placed  on  probation  for  3 

years.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6432.  Sample  Nos.  79929— E,  29862— E.) 

This  product  was  found  to  contain  rodent  hairs. 

On  April  25,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  West 
Virginia  filed  an  information  against  Mrs.  Joseph  Spencer,  trading  as  Silver 
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Dream  Cake  Co.,  Charleston,  W.  Va.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  July  15  and 
August  7,  1941,  from  the  State  of  West  Virginia  into  the  State  of  Indiana  of  a 
quantity  of  cake  that  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substance,  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  It  was  labeled  in  part : 
“Barbara  Ann  50  Cake,”  and  “Silver  Dream  Cake.” 

On  May  23,  1942,  the  defendant  having  entered  a  plea  of  nolo  contendere,  the 
court  placed  the  defendant  on  probation  for  3  years. 

3451.  Adulteration  of  cookies.  TJ.  S.  v.  32  Paekag-es  and  44  Cases  of  Vanilla 

Wafers.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C. 

Nos.  7519,  7520.  Sample  Nos.  71393-E.  71394-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  rodent  hairs. 

On  May  15,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of  Ten¬ 
nessee  filed  libels  against  32  packages  each  containing  12  boxes,  and  44  cases  each 
containing  4  packages  of  12  boxes  each,  of  vanilla  wafers  at  Memphis,  Tenn.,  al¬ 
leging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  April 
15,  1942,  by  Thomas  &  Clarke  from  Peoria,  Ill. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adul¬ 
terated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that 
it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become 
contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Carr’s  Vanilla  Wafers.” 

On  June  17,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  condemnation 
were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3452.  Adulteration  of  tortillas.  U.  S.  v.  5  Case.s  of  Tortillas.  Consent  deeree 

of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7155.  Sample  No.  81758— E.) 

This  product  contained  insect  fragments. 

On  April  15,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado  filed 
a  libel  against  5  cases,  each  containing  18  114-pouiid  cans,  of  tortillas  at  Denver, 
Colo.,  which  had  been  consigned  by  Ashley’s,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  March  12,  1942,  from  El  Paso,  Tex. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Ashley’s  Brand  Fine  Mexican 
Foods — Tortillas.” 

On  May  6, 1942,  Ashley’s  having  signed  an  acceptance  of  service  and  authoriza¬ 
tions  for  taking  of  final  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

COD-LIVER  OIL  PREPARATION  FOR  POULTRY 

3453.  Misbranding  of  Sea-Clo-400— D.  U.  S.  v.  2  Cans  of  Sea-Clo-400— D.  De¬ 

fault  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6255.  Sample 

No.  50347-E.) 

This  product  was  represented  as  a  satisfactory  substitute  for  poultry  cod-liver 
oil,  which  representation  was  misleading  since  it  did  not  contain  vitamins  A  and  D 
in  the  same  proportion  as  found  in  pure  cod-liver  oil. 

On  November  21,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Maryland 
filed  a  libel  against  the  above-named  product  at  Middleburg,  Md.,  alleging  that 
it  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  September  13,  1941,  by  Seaboard  Supply  Co.,  Inc., 
from  Philadelphia,  Pa. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  following  statements  on  the 
label,  “Sea-Clo-400-D,  Highly  Fortified  Cod  Liver  Oil  in  Dry  Base.  Directions  :  In 
place  of  each  4%  lbs.  straight  85  D  oil  use  1  lb  Sea-Clo-460-D.  For  each  5  pints 
85  D  oil  used  replace  with  1  lb.  Sea-Clo-400-D.  Turkeys :  Use  three  times  the 
amount  recommended  for  poultry  under  average  conditions.  Ingredients :  Forti¬ 
fied  cod  liver  oil.  When  this  product  is  packed  it  contains  more  than  1000  Units 
Vitamin  ‘A’  per  gram  .  .  .  due  to  uncertain  stability  of  Vitamin  ‘A’  from  cod  liver 
oil  when  added  to  feeds  we  are  making  no  claim  for  it,”  were  misleading  since  they 
gave  the  impression  that  it  was  a  substitute  for  cod-liver  oil  and  possessed  essen¬ 
tially  the  same  values  when  used  in  accordance  with  the  directions  for  use ; 
whereas  it  was  not  a  substitute  for  cod-liver  oil  and  did  not  contain  essentially 
the  same  values  when  used  in  accordance  with  such  directions  since  the  proportion 
of  vitamin  A  to  vitamin  D  furnished  when  so  used,  was  substantially  less  than 
that  furnished  by  straight  cod-liver  oil. 

The  article  also  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  under  the  provisions  of  the  law 
applicable  to  drugs,  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  645. 

On  January  3,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 
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BUTTER 

3454.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  14  Cubes  of  Butter.  Default  decree  of 

condemnation  and  destruction.  (F,  D.  C.  No,  7643.  Sample  No.  92065— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  rancid,  tallowy,  and  otherwise  unfit 
for  food. 

On  June  2, 1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  Florida 
filed  a  libel  against  14  68-pound  cubes  of  butter  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  April  23, 1942, 
by  W.  R.  Perry  from  Portland,  Oreg. ;  and  charging  that  It  was  adulterated  in 
that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  or  decomposed  substance. 

On  June  23,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed.  On  the  same  date  the  decree 
was  amended  to  permit  sale  of  the  butter  by  the  United  States  marshal  for  use 
in  the  manufacture  of  soap. 

3455.  Adulteration  and  misbrandingr  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  152  Cases  of  Butter. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  5049. 

Sample  No.  40372-E.) 

This  product  contained  excessive  mold  and  was  deficient  in  milk  fat. 

On  June  19,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of  Penn¬ 
sylvania  filed  a  libel  against  152  cases,  each  containing  12  1-pound  rolls,  of 
butter  at  Harrisburg,  Pa,,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about 
June  9,  1941,  by  the  Tri-State  Butter  Co.  from  Cincinnati,  Ohio;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  (1)  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or 
in  part  of  a  filthy  or  decomposed  animal  substance;  and  (2)  in  that  a  product 
containing  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for 
butter.  It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  was  labeled  “Butter,”  which 
was  false  and  misleading  since  it  contained  less  than  80  percent  of  milk  fat. 

On  August  29,  1941,  the  consignee  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree, 
judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed, 
with  the  provision  that  it  might  be  sold  at  public  auction  by  the  United  States 
marshal  for  rendering  purposes. 

3456.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  10  Cartons  of  Butter.  Default  decree  of 

condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6330.  Sample  No.  90262— E.) 

Analysis  of  this  product  showed  that  it  contained  excessive  mold. 

On  November  24,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massa¬ 
chusetts  filed  a  libel  against  10  cartons,  each  containing  32  pounds,  of  butter  at 
Boston,  Mass.,  alleghig  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  September  22,  1941,  by  White  Mountain  Creamery  Co.  from  New 
Bremen,  Ohio ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  or  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part:  (Wrappers)  “Berkshire  Creamery  Butter  Manufactured  by 
White  Mountain  Creamery  Co.  New  Bremen,  Ohio.” 

On  January  19,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

Nos.  3457  to  3494  report  actions  based  on  interstate  shipments  of  butter 
that  was  deficient  in  milk  fat. 

3457.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  Big  Fork  Valley  Co-Operative  Association. 

Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $25.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6449.  Sample  No.  69543— E.) 

On  May  5,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Minnesota  filed 
an  information  against  the  Big  Fork  Valley  Co-Operative  Association,  a  corpora¬ 
tion  at  Big  Fork,  Minn.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  June  5,  1941,  from  the 
State  of  Minnesota  into  the  State  of  New  York  of  a  quantity  of  butter  that  was 
adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent,  milk  fat,  had  been  in  part  omitted 
therefrom ;  and  in  that  an  article  containing  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of 
milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Dis¬ 
tributed  By  Hunter,  Walton  &  Co.  ♦  ♦  *  New  York.” 

On  May  5,  1942,  the  defendant  entered  a  plea  of  guilty  and  was  fined  $25. 
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3458,  AdHlteratlon  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  Blue  Grass  Co-Operative  Creamery.  Plea 

of  guilty.  Fine,  $25.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6403.  Sample  No.  54241-E.) 

On*  May  21,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Minnesota 
filed  an  information  against  Blue  Grass  Co-Operative  Creamery,  a  corporation, 
Blue  Grass,  Minn.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  October  2,  1941,  from  the 
State  of  Minnesota  into  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  of  a  quantity  of  butter  which 
was  adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent,  milk  fat,  had  been  in  part  omitted 
therefrom,  and  in  that  a  product  which  contained  less  than  80  percent  by  weight 
of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  “Butter 
Distributed  by  C.  G.  Heyd  &  Co.  *  ♦  *  Phila.,  Pa.” 

On  May  21,  1942,  the  defendant  having  pleaded  guilty,  the  court  imposed  a 
fine  of  $25. 

3459.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  Harry  G.  Kurraseh  (Clinton  Creamery). 

Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $150.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6421.  Sample  No.  56618— E.) 

On  May  26,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Minnesota  filed 
an  information  against  Harry  G.  Kurraseh,  trading  as  Clinton  Creamery,  Clinton, 
Minn.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  May  29,  1941,  from  the  State  of  Minnesota 
into  the  State  of  New  York  of  a  quantity  of  butter  which  was  adulterated  in  that 
a  valuable  constituent,  namely,  milk  fat,  had  been  in  part  omitted  therefrom,  and 
in  that  a  product  which  contained  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had 
been  substituted  for  butter.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Butter  ♦  *  ♦ 

tributed  By  Zenith-Godley  Co.,  N.  Y.” 

On  May  26, 1942,  the  defendant  having  entered  a  plea  of  guilty,  the  court  imposed 
a  fine  of  $150. 

34G0.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  Dairyland  Cooperative  A.ssociation.  Plea 

of  guilty.  Fine,  $50.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6429.  Sample  No.  56619-E.) 

On  May  26,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Minnesota  filed 
an  information  against  Dairyland  Cooperative  Association,  a  corporation,  St. 
Cloud,  Minn.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  June  4, 1941,  from  the  State  of  Minne¬ 
sota  into  the  State  of  New  York  of  a  quantity  of  butter  which  was  adulterated 
in  that  a  valuable  constituent,  namely,  milk  fat,  had  been  in  part  omitted  there¬ 
from,  and  in  that  a  product  which  contained  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of 
milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter. 

On  May  26, 1942,  the  defendant  having  entered  a  plea  of  guilty,  the  court  imposed 
a  fine  of  $50. 

3461.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  Equity  Union  Creameries,  Inc.  Plea  of 

guilty.  Fine,  $100.  (F,  D.  C.  No.  6480.  Sample  No.  56972-E.) 

On  April  28,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  North  Dakota 
filed  an  information  against  Equity  Union  Creameries,  Inc.,  Minot,  N.  Dak., 
alleging  shipment  on  or  about  September  30, 1941,  from  the  State  of  North  Dakota 
into  the  State  of  New  York  of  a  quantity  of  butter  that  was  adulterated  in  that  a 
valuable  constituent,  milk  fat,  had  been  in  part  omitted  therefrom ;  and  in  that 
an  article  containing  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substi¬ 
tuted  for  butter.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Distributed  By  Dairy  & 
Poultry  Co-Op,  Inc.  *  *  *  New  York.” 

On  June  2,  1942,  a  plea  of  guilty  was  entered  on  behalf  of  the  defendant  and 
the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $100  and  costs. 

3462.  Adulteration  of  butter.  IT.  S.  v.  Richard  31.  Becker  (Ideal  Creamery). 

Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $30.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6409.  Sample  Nos.  40912-E, 

54218-B.) 

On  June  9,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Minnesota  filed 
an  information  against  Richard  M.  Becker,  trading  as  Ideal  Creamery,  Le  Center, 
Minn.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  June  18  and  October  1,  1941,  from  the  State 
of  Minnesota  into  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  of  quantities  of  butter  which  was 
adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent,  milk  fat,  had  been  in  part  omitted 
therefrom,  and  in  that  a  product  which  contained  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of 
milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter. 

On  June  9,  1942,  the  defendant  entered  a  plea  of  guilty  and  the  court  imposed 
a  fine  of  $30. 

3463.  Adulteratiou  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  3Ierrick  Dairy  Co.  of  Beloit.  Plea  of 

guilty.  Fine,  $50.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  2943.  Sample  Nos.  30541-E,  31619-E.) 

On  March  7,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of  Wis¬ 
consin  filed  an  information  against  the  Merrick  Dairy  Co.  of  Beloit,  a  corporation, 
at  Beloit,  Wis.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  July  23  and  October  5,  1940,  from 
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the  State  of  Wisconsin  into  the  State  of  Illinois  of  quantities  of  butter  that  was 
adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent,  milk  fat,  had  been  omitted  therefrom, 
and  in  that  an  ai’ticle  which  contained  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk 
fat  had  been  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  butter.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part:  “Creamery  Butter  Karsten  &  Sons  ♦  ♦  ♦  Chicago,  Ill.,  Distributors.’’ 

On  March  17,  1942,  a  plea  of  guilty  was  entered  on  behalf  of  the  defendant  and 
the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $25  on  each  of  the  two  counts. 

8464.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  24  Cubes  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of 
condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  recondi¬ 
tioned.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  5870.  Sample  No.  53290-E.) 

On  September  9,  19-41,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
California  filed  a  libel  against  24  70-pound  cubes  of  butter,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  August  29,  1941, 
by  Amarillo  Creamery  Co.  from  Amarillo,  Tex. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adul¬ 
terated  in  that  an  article  containing  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat 
had  been  substituted  in  whole  or  in  part  for  butter.  It  was  labeled  in  part: 
“Made  by  Blue  Bonnett  Creamery,  Perryton,  Texas.” 

On  September  18,  1941,  Blue  Bonnett  Creamery,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  (amended  September  25, 
1942)  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  recondi¬ 
tioning  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  It  was 
reworked  to  the  legal  standard. 

3465.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  48  Boxes  and  38  Boxes  of  Butter.  Consent 

decrees  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be 
reprocessed.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  7500,  7502.  Sample  Nos.  76859-E,  76863— E.) 

On  April  23  and  29,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  New  York  filed  libels  against  86  60-pound  boxes  of  butter  at  New  York,  N.  Y., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
April  13  and  22,  1942,  by  the  Barrett  Cooperative  Creamery  from  Barrett,  Minn. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  an  article  containing  less  than 
80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter. 

On  May  12,  1942,  Barrett  Cooperative  Creamery  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libels,  judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked  so  as  to  comply  with 
the  law. 

3466.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  11  Cubes  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of 

condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  7778.  Sample  No.  98386-E.) 

On  June  4,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington  filed  a  libel  against  11  68-pound  cubes  of  butter  at  Seattle,  Wash., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
June  1, 1942,  by  the  Blue  Ribbon  Creamery  from  St.  Maries,  Idaho;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  an  article  containing  less  than  80  percent  by 
weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter. 

On  June  6,  1942,  Blue  Ribbon  Creamery,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned  under  the  supervision  of 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  so  as  to  comply  with  the  law. 

3467.  Adulteration  of  butter.  II.  S.  v.  12  Cubes  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of 

condemnation.  Product  released  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned.  (F.  D. 

C.  No.  7611.  Sarnie  No.  61940-E.) 

On  May  21,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington  filed  a  libel  against  12  68-pound  cubes  of  butter  at  Seattle,  Wash., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  comerce  on  or  about  May 
18.  1942,  by  the  Bohle  Creamery  Co.  from  Lebanon,  Oreg. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  an  article  containing  less  than  80  iiercent  by  weight 
of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter. 

On  May  25,  1942,  Bohle  Creamery  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allega¬ 
tions  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  permitting  release  of 
the  product  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration  so  that  It  comply  with  the  law. 
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3468.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  17  Cases  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of 

condemnation.  Product  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked.  (F.  D.  C. 

No.  7175.  Sample  No.  70810-E.) 

On  or  about  April  1,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Georgia  filed  a  libel  against  17  cases  each  containing  30  1-pound  prints  of 
butter  at  Atlanta,  Ga.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  March  23,  1942,  by  the  Borden  Co.  from  Nashville,  Tenn. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  an  article  containing  less  than  80 
percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter.  It  was  labeled 
in  part :  “Morning  Glory  Creamery  Butter.” 

On  May  5,  1942,  the  Borden  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of 
the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  providing  that  the  product  might 
be  released  under  bond  and  reconditioned  under  the  supervision  of  the  Pood  and 
Drug  Administration. 

3469.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  33  Cases  of  Butter.  Con¬ 

sent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to 

be  reprocessed.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7595.  Sample  Nos.  79679— E,  79680-E.) 

This  product  was  short  of  the  declared  weight,  as  well  as  deficient  in  milk  fat. 

On  May  5,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of  Ten¬ 
nessee  filed  a  libel  against  32  cases  of  butter  at  Nashville,  Tenn.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  April  23,  1942, 
by  the  Borders  Pure  Milk  Co.  from  Bowling  Green,  Ky. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  and  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Wrapper)  “Quality  Pure 
Brand  Butter  Manufactured  by  Anthony  Pure  Milk  Co.,  Nashville,  Tenn.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  contained  less  than  80  per¬ 
cent  by  weight  of  milk  fat. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  packages,  which  were  labeled  and 
represented  to  contain  1  pound  of  butter,  were  short  weight  and  did  not  as  a 
matter  of  fact  contain  1  pound  of  butter. 

On  May  7,  1942,  Anthony  Pure  Milk  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  alle¬ 
gations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was 
ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reprocessed  under  the  supervision  of  the  Pood 
and  Drug  Administration. 

3470.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  20  Cases  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of 

condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  7091.  Sample  No.  92014-E.) 

On  February  27,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
California  filed  a  libel  against  20  cases  each  containing  30  1-pound  cartons  of 
butter  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  on  or  about  j^ebruary  21,  1942,  by  Brooklawn  Creamery  Co.  from 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  an  article 
containing  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for 
butter.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  ( Carton )  “Mont-pelier  *  *  ♦  Butter.” 

On  March  6,  1942,  Brooklawn  Creamery  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  reconditioned  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Pood  and  Drug  Administration  so  as  to  comply  with  the  law. 

3471.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  22  Cases  of  Proeess  Butter.  Default  de- 

eree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  delivered  to  a  local  charitable 

agency.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6794.  Sample  Nos.  70095— E,  70096— E.) 

On  January  20,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Florida  filed  a  libel  against  22  cases,  each  containing  10  1-pound  packages,  of 
butter  at  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  on  or  about  January  9  and  10,  1942,  by  Cherokee  Creamery,  Inc., 
from  Cedartown,  Ga. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  an  article 
containing  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for 
butter.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Cherokee  Rose  Process  Butter.” 

On  February  26;  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  a  local  charitable  agency 
for  its  own  use  but  not  for  sale. 

3472.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  18  Cases  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of 

condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  7593.  Sample  No.  70685-E.) 

On  May  22,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Georgia  filed  a  libel  against  18  cases  each  containing  60  8-ounce  prints  of  butter 
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at  Atlanta,  Ga.,  which  had  been  consigned  by  the  Cudahy  Packing  Co.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  April  27, 
1942,  from  Nashville,  Tenn. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  an 
article  containing  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  sub¬ 
stituted  for  butter.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Sunlight  Creamery  Butter.” 

On  June  18,  1942,  the  Cudahy  Packing  Co.,  claimant,  having  consented  to  the 
entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was 
ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  reworked  under  the  super¬ 
vision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3473.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  64  Packagres  and  29  Tubs  of  Butter.  De¬ 

fault  decrees  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  delivered  to  charitable 

institutions.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  7623,  7864.  Sample  Nos.  77128-E.  77981-E.) 

On  May  22  and  June  24,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Middle 
District  of  Pennsylvania  filed  libels  against  64  5-pound  packages  of  butter  at 
Mansfield,  and  29  5-pound  tubs  of  butter  at  Nicholson,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  May  12  and  June 
18,  1942,  by  Dairymen’s  League  Cooperative  Association,  Inc.,  from  Syracuse, 
N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  an  article  containing  less 
than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter. 

On  June  25  and  August  26,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of 
condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  charitable 
institutions. 

3474.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  71  Cartons  and  45  Cartons  of  Butter. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond 

to  be  reworked.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7820.  Sample  Nos.  89638— E,  89639— E.) 

On  June  11,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  116  60-pound  cartons  of  butter  at  New  York, 
N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  May  14,  1942,  by  Dallas  Creamery  from  Dallas,  Wis. ;  and  charging  that 
it  was  adulterated  in  that  an  article  containing  less  than  80  percent  by  weight 
of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter. 

On  June  23,  1942,  Dallas  Creamery,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allegations 
of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered 
released  under  bond  to  be  reworked  so  as  to  comply  with  the  law. 

3475.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  9  Cubes  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of  con¬ 

demnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked.  (F.  D. 

C.  No.  7395.  Sample  No.  73981-E.) 

On  or  about  April  16,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Missouri  filed  a  libel  against  9  63-pound  cubes  of  butter  at  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  April  7,  1942,  by  Deer  Creek  Creamery  Co.  from  Atchison,  Kans. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  an  article  containing  less  than 
80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter. 

On  May  1,  1942,  the  Deer  Creek  Creamery  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  reworked  so  as  to 
comply  with  the  law,  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Admin¬ 
istration. 

3476.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  37  Boxes  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of 

condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reprocessed. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  7515.  Sample  No.  86953-E.) 

On  April  30,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  37  60-pound  boxes  of  butter  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  April  15, 
1942,  by  the  Dexter  Creamery  from  Dexter,  Iowa ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  an  article  containing  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk 
fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  “L.  D.  Schreiber 
Distributors  Chicago  Illinois.” 

On  May  8,  1942,  L.  D.  Schreiber  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Chicago,  Ill.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered 
and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  re¬ 
processed  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
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3477.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  6  Cubes  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of 

condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  6985.  Sample  No.  86181-E.) 

On  February  18,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington  filed  a  libel  against  5  68-pound  cubes  of  butter  at  Seattle,  Wash., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
February  12,  1942,  by  Enterprise  Dairy  Products  from  Enterprise,  Oreg.,  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  an  article  containing  less  than  80  percent 
by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter.  It  was  labeled  in  part: 
“Butter  Puget  Sound  Butter  &  Egg  Co.  Distributors  Seattle  Wash.” 

On  March  2,  1942,  Enterprise  Dairy  Products,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned  under  the  supervision  of 
the  Pood  and  Drug  Administration  so  as  to  comply  with  the  law. 

3478.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  10  Cartons  of  Butter.  Consent  decree 

of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  reieased  under  bond  to  be  reworked, 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  7821.  Sample  No.  89648-E.) 

On  June  15,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  10  66-pound  cartons  of  butter  at  New  York,  N.  Y., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
May  28,  1942,  by  Farmers  Cooperative  Creamery  from  Rothsay,  Minn. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  an  article  containing  less  than  80  percent 
by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter.  It  was  labeled  in  part: 
“S  &  W  Waldbaum  Distributors  New  York  NY.” 

On  June  26,  1942,  Farmers  Co-Op  Creamery  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked  so  that  it  comply  with 
the  law. 

3479.  Adulteration  of  butter.  II.  S.  v.  8  Tubs  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of  con¬ 

demnation.  Product  ordered  released  upon  deposit  of  cask  collateral  to 

be  reworked.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7430.  Sample  No.  76857— E.) 

On  April  21,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massachusetts 
filed  a  libel  against  8  63-pound  tubs  of  butter  at  Somerville,  Mass.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  April  16, 
1942,  from  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  by  Midwest  Dairy  Despatch  for  the  Glenwood 
Sanitary  Dairy,  Glenwood,  Minn. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that 
an  article  containing  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  sub¬ 
stituted  for  butter. 

On  May  6,  1942,  Pipestone  Produce  Co.,  Somerville,  Mass.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered 
and  the  product  was  ordered  released  upon  deposit  of  cash  collateral  in  lieu  of 
bond  to  be  reworked  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3480.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  11  Cartons  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of 

condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  7776.  Sample  No.  89552-B.) 

On  June  11,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  New 
York  filed  a  libel  against  11  cartons  of  butter  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  May  28,  1942, 
by  the  Hannover  Creamery  Association  from  Hannover,  N.  Dak. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  an  article  containing  less  than  80  percent  by 
weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter. 

On  June  25,  1942,  Fortgang  Bros.,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.  Y.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and 
the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked  under  the  super¬ 
vision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  so  that  it  contain  at  least  80  percent 
of  butterfat.  * 

3481.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  17  Cartons  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of 

condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  7777.  Sample  No.  89653-E.) 

On  June  12,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  New 
York  filed  a  libel  against  17  cartons  each  containing  63  pounds  of  butter  at  New 
York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  June  4, 1942,  by  Hay  Springs  Co-operative  Creamery  from  Hay  Springs, 
Nebr. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  an  article  containing  less  than 
80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter.  It  was  labeled 
in  part:  “Distributed  by  Dairy  &  Poultry  Co-op.  Inc.  ♦  *  *  New  York.” 
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On  June  24,  1942,  Hay  Springs  Co-operative  Creamery,  claimant,  having  ad¬ 
mitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and 
the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked  under  Government 
supervision  so  that  it  contain  at  least  80  percent  of  hutterfat. 

,3482.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  1,912  Pounds  of  Butter.  Consent  decree 

of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

7140.  Sample  Nos.  73814-E  to  73816-E,  incl.) 

On  March  9,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Kansas  filed 
a  libel  against  1,912  pounds  of  butter  at  Kansas  City,  Kans.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  February  26,  1942, 
by  the  Holden  Creamery  Co.  from  Holden,  Mo. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulter¬ 
ated.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  (Carton)  “Clear  Brook  Creamery  Butter  *  *  * 

Distributed  by  Wilson  &  Co.  (Chicago,  Illinois.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent,  milk 
fat,  had  been  in  whole  or  in  part  omitted  or  abstracted  therefrom ;  and  in  that 
an  article  containing  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  sub¬ 
stituted  in  whole  or  in  part  for  butter. 

On  March  20,  1942,  Holden  Creamery  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  destroyed  or  brought  into  compliance  with 
the  law  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  Subsequently 
it  was  reworked  so  as  to  contain  80  percent  of  milk  fat. 

3483.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  76  Cubes  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of 

condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  recon¬ 
ditioned.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  7433.  Sample  No.  93341-E.) 

On  April  10,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington  filed  a  libel  against  76  68-pound  cubes  of  butter  at  Seattle,  Wash., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
April  7,  1942,  by  Higgins  [Huggins]  Dairy  Products  from  Lewiston,  Idaho;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  an  article  containing  less  than  80  percent 
by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter. 

On  April  14,  1942,  Huggins  Dairy  Products,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned  under  the  supervision  of 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  so  as  to  comply  with  the  law.  i 

3484.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  29  Tubs  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of 

condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  7396.  Sample  No.  76839-E.) 

On  April  16,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  New 
York  filed  a  libel  against  29  64-pound  tubs  of  butter  at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  April  8, 1942, 
by  Johnson  Stores  from  Michigan,  N.  Dak. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated 
in  that  an  article  containing  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been 
substituted  for  butter.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  “Butter  Distributed  by  Hunter, 
Walton  &  Co.  *  *  *  New  York,  N.  Y.” 

On  April  20,  1942,  Johnson  Stores  Co.,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked,  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  so  that  it  contain  at  least  80  percent  of  hutterfat. 

3485.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  18  Boxes  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of 

condemnation.  Product  released  under  bond  to  be  reprocessed.  (F.  D. 

C.  No.  7516.  Sample  No.  91076-E.) 

On  or  about  May  5,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  18  64-pound  boxes  of  butter  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  al¬ 
leging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
April  7,  1942,  by  Land  O’Lakes  Creameries,  Inc.,  from  Frederic,  Wis. ;  and 
charging  that  It  was  adulterated  in  that  an  article  containing  less  than  80  per¬ 
cent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter. 

On  May  19,  1942,  Land  O’Lakes  Creameries,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered,  providing 
that  the  product  might  be  released  under  bond  to  be  reprocessed  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Food  and  Prug  Administration. 
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3486.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  14  Boxes  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of 

condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked. 

(P.  D.  C.  No.  7785.  Sample  No.  76994-E.) 

On  June  5,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  14  64-pound  boxes  of  butter  at  New  York,  N.  Y., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
June  1,  1942,  by  Langenfeld  Ice  Cream  Co.  from  Aberdeen,  S.  Dak. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  an  article  containing  less  than  80  percent  by 
weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter. 

On  June  26,  1942,  Langenfeld  Ice  Cream  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  so  that  it  contain  at  least  80  percent  of  butterfat. 

3487.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  6  Boxes  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of 

conclemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  rew'orked. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  690.3.  Sample  No.  62391-E.) 

*On  January  17,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  6  64-pound  boxes  of  butter  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  January  3, 
1942,  by  Model  Dairy,  Inc.,  from  Mankato,  Minn. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  an  article  containing  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk 
fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter. 

On  February  2,  1942,  Model  Dairy,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allega¬ 
tions  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was 
ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration. 

3488.  Adulteration  of  butter.  II.  S.  v.  6  Tubs  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of  con¬ 

demnation.  Product  ordered  relea.sed  upon  deposit  of  cask  collateral  to 

be  rew'orked.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  7431.  Sample  No.  76858— E.) 

On  April  21,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massachusetts 
filed  a  libel  against  6  63-pound  tubs  of  butter  at  Somerville,  Mass.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  April  16, 
1942,  from  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  by  Midwest  Dairy  Despatch  for  the  Morris 
Creamery  Co.,  Morris,  Minn. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  an 
article  containing  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted 
for  butter. 

On  May  6,  1942,  Pipestone  Produce  Co.,  Somerville,  Mass.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered 
and  the  product  was  ordered  released  upon  deposit  of  cash  collateral  in  lieu  of 
bond  to  be  reworked  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

/ 

3489.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  70  Boxe.s  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of 

condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7817. 

Sample  No.  86972-E.) 

On  or  about  June  15,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  70  Sd-pound  boxes  of  butter  at  Chicago,  Ill., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
May  27, 1942,  by  Myers  Produce  Creamery  from  Bourbon,  Ind. ;  and  charging  that 
it  was  adulterated  in  that  an  article  containing  less  than  80  percent  by  weight 
of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter. 

On  June  19,  1942,  Myers  Produce  Creamery,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned  under  the  supervision  of 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3490.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  16  Boxes  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of 

condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reprocessed. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  6904.  Sample  No.  62392-E.) 

On  January  17,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  16  63-pound  boxes  of  butter  at  Chicago,  Ill., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
January  5,  1942,  by  the  Plymouth  Creamery  Co.  from  Le  Mars,  Iowa;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  an  article  containing  less  than  80  percent 
by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter. 

On  February  17,  1942,  L.  D.  Schreiber  &  Co.,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the 
product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reprocessed  under  the  supervision 
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of  the  Food  and  Drng  Administration,  so  that  it  might  be  sold  without  violating 
any  State  or  Federal  law. 

3491.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  0  Cases  of  Butter.  Default  decree  of  con¬ 

demnation.  Product  ordered  delivered  to  a  local  charitable  agrency. 

(P.  D.  C.  No.  7640.  Sample  Nos.  71433-E,  94530-B.) 

On  May  5,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Illinois 
filed  a  libel  against  9  cases  each  containing  32  1-pound  prints  of  butter  at  Scott 
Field,  Ill.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  April  27,  1942,  by  the  St.  Louis  Independent  Packing  Co.  from  St.  Louis, 
Mo. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  an  article  containing  less  than 
80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter.  It  was  labeled 
in  part :  “Mayrose  Creamery  Butter.” 

On  or  about  June  1,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  con¬ 
demnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  a  local  charitable 
agency. 

3492.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  52  Cartons  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of 

condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked. 

(P.  D.  C.  No.  7594.  Sample  No.  76989-E.) 

On  May  15,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Minnesota  filed 
a  libel  against  52  64-pound  cartons  of  butter  at  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  which  had  been 
consigned  by  the  Scandinavian  Co-operative  Creamery,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  May  6,  1942,  from  Viborg, 
S.  Dak. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent,  milk 
fat,  had  been  in  whole  or  in  part  omitted  or  abstracted  therefrom ;  and  in  that  an 
article  containing  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted 
in  whole  or  in  part  for  butter. 

On  May  25,  1942,  Land  O’Lakes  Creameries,  Inc.,  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  claimant, 
having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered 
and  the  product  was  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked  under  the  supervision  of 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 


3493.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  32  Cases  of  Butter.  Default  decree  of 

condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  7886.  Sample  Nos.  70836— B, 

70836-E.) 

On  April  14,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Georgia  filed  a  libel  against  32  cases  each  containing  10  1-pound  cartons  of  butter 
at  Atlanta,  Ga.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  April  9,  1942,  by  the  Southern  Process  Butter  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Cullman, 
Ala.;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  an  article  containing  less  than 
80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  for  butter.  It  was  labeled 
in  part :  “Plantation  Process  Butter.” 

On  May  5,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed.  It  was  turned  over  to  a  Federal 
penitentiary  for  use  as  hog  feed. 

3494.  Adulteration  of  butter.  U.  S.  v.  5  Tubs  of  Butter.  Consent  decree  of  con¬ 

demnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reworked.  (P.  D. 

C.  No.  7514.  Sample  No.  86949-E.) 

On  April  24,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  5  63-pound  tubs  of  butter  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  April  11,  1942,  by  the 
Webster  Creamery  Co.  from  Webster,  S.  Dak. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adul¬ 
terated  in  that  an  article  containing  less  than  80  percent  by  weight  of  milk  fat 
had  been  substituted  for  butter. 

On  May  22, 1942,  Peter  Fox  Sons  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allegations 
of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered 
released  under  bond  to  be  reworked  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration. 

.  CHEESE 

3495.  Adulteration  of  Cheddar  chee.se.  U.  S.  v.  Clyde  K.  Green  and  Eldgrar  M. 

Urevlg  (Granada  Cheese  Factory  and  Brush  Creek  Cheese  Factory). 

Pleas  of  guilty.  Fine  of  $15  against  each  defendant.  (P.  D.  C.  5jo. 

6491.  Sample  Nos.  58892-E,  58900-E.) 

Samples  of  this  product  were  found  to  contain  Insects,  insect  fragments,  and 
rodent  hairs. 

On  June  9,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Minnesota  filed 
an  information  against  Clyde  K.  Green  and  Edgar  M.  Urevig,  copartners,  trading 
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as  Granada  Cheese  Factory  at  Granada,  Minn.,  arfd  as  Brush  Creek  Cheese  Factory 
at  Bricelyn,  Minn.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  October  7,  1941,  from  the  State 
of  Minnesota  into  the  State  of  Iowa  of  quantities  of  Cheddar  cheese  which  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance,  and  in 
that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have 
become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  June  9, 1942,  the  defendants  having  entered  pleas  of  guilty,  the  court  imposed 
a  fine  of  $15  against  each  defendant. 

3496.  Adulteration  and  misbranding'  of  Clieddar  cheese.  U.  S.  v.  6  Boxes,  6 

Boxes,  and  26  Boxes  of  Cheddar  Cheese  (and  1  other  seizure  action 
against  Cheddar  cheese).  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruc¬ 
tion.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  7132,  7169.  Sample  Nos.  35128-E,  35129-E,  35135-E, 
83033-E,  83035-E,  83038-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  ijroduct  was  contaminated  with  filth,  such  as  cow 
hairs,  insect  fragments,  rodent  hair,  plant  particles,  and  nondescript  dirt.  The 
solids  of  portions  of  the  cheese  were  deficient  in  milk  fat. 

On  April  4  and  8,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Florida  and  the  Southern  District  of  Alabama  filed  libels  against  12  boxes  each 
containing  2  prints  of  cheese  and  26  boxes  each  containing  1  cheese  daisy  at 
Pensacola,  Fla.,  and  68  daisies  of  cheese  at  Mobile,  Ala.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  March  2  and  23,  1942,  by 
Armour  Creameries  from  New  Albany,  Miss. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated 
and  that  portions  were  also  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Armour’s 
Cloverbloom  Cheddar.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part 
of  a  filthy  substance,  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  Portions  of  the  product 
were  alleged  to  be  adulterated  further  in  that  an  article  deficient  in  milk  fat  had 
been  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  Cheddar  cheese,  which  it  purported  to  be. 

The  cheese  found  at  Pensacola  and  a  portion  of  that  found  at  Mobile  was  alleged 
to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  Cheddar  cheese,  a  food  for  which 
a  definition  and  standard  of  identity  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  pro¬ 
vided  by  law,  but  it  failed  to  conform  to  such  definition  and  standard  since  the 
solids  of  the  cheese  contained  less  than  50  percent  of  milk  fat. 

On  May  18  and  June  29,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  were 
entered  finding  the  product  adulterated  and  ordering  that  the  product  be  con¬ 
demned  and  destroyed. 

3497.  Adulteration  of  Cheddar  cheese.  U.  S.  v.  25  Daisies  and  29  Daisies  of 

Cheddar  Cheese.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F. 

D.  C.  No.  6801.  Sample  Nos.  48554-E,  70643-E.) 

This  product  contained  nondescript  dirt,  insect  fragments,  and  rodent  hairs. 

On  March  2,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Georgia  filed  a  libel  against  25  22-pound  daisies  and  29  21-pound  daisies  of 
Cheddar  cheese  at  Atlanta,  Ga.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in 
interstate  commerce  on  or  about  January  10,  1942,  by  Limestone  Milk  Products  Co. 
from  Athens,  Ala. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under 
insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Daisy)  “1  No.  1  Select  Cheddar  Cheese.” 

On  June  29,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed.  Subsequently  it  was  delivered 
to  a  Federal  institution  to  be  used  as  hog  feed. 

3498.  Adulteration  of  Cheddar  elieese.  U.  S.  v.  103  Boxes  of  Cheddar  Cheese 

(and  4  additional  seizure  aetions  agrainst  Cheddar  cheese).  Decrees  of 
condemnation.  Portion  of  product  ordered  released  under  hond  for  seg:- 
regatlon  and  destruction  of  unfit  portion;  remainder  ordered  destroved. 

(F.  D.  C.  Nos.  5909,  5940.  5941,  5945,  6024.  Sample  Nos.  53559-E,  65783-E, 
65789-E,  72040-E,  72041-E,  72108-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  contaminated  with  filth,  such  as 
insect  fragments,  rodent  hairs,  feather  barbules,  and  nondescript  dirt.  Some  of 
the  cheese  had  been  gnawed  and  bore  tooth  markings  similar  to  those  of  a  mouse. 

On  September  30  and  October  3,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the 
District  of  Idaho  and  the  Southern  District  of  California  filed  libels  against  159 
boxes  of  Cheddar  cheese  at  Pocatello,  Idaho,  and  39  cases  and  24  boxes  of  Cheddar 
cheese  at  Los  Angeles,  and  15  cases  of  Cheddar  cheese  at  San  Diego,  Calif., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
September  10,  13, 15,  and  17,  1941,  by  Nelson  Ricks  Creamery  Co.  from  Salt  Lake 
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City,  Manti,  and  Lea,  Utah ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  con¬ 
sisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance,  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared 
under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with 
filth. 

On  March  10,  1942,  Nelson  Ricks  Creamery  Co.,  claimant  for  103  boxes  of  cheese 
seized  at  Pocatello,  Idaho,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel  with 
respect  to  a  portion  of  said  seizure,  judgment  was  entered  condemning  said 
portion  and  ordering  that  all  the  product  be  released  under  bond  for  segregation 
and  destruction  of  the  unfit  portion  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration.  On  November  3  and  4  and  December  4,  1941,  and  March  10,  1942, 
no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  remainder  of  the  cheese,  judgments  were 
entered  ordering  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

3499.  Adulteration  of  cheese.  U.  S.  v.  95  Cheeses.  Consent  decree  of  condemna¬ 

tion.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  for  salvagrlng:.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

6691.  Sample  No.  62386-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  insect  fragments. 

On  January  17,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  95  cheeses  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  November  7  and  10,  1941, 
by  Tolibia  Cheese  Corporation  from  Fond  du  Lac,  Wis. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance, 
and  that  it  had  been  prepared  and  held  under  Insanitary  conditions  whereby  it 
might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part: 
“Asiago  Cheese.” 

On  February  27,  1942,  Tolibia  Cheese  Corporation,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  prod¬ 
uct  was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  salvaging  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration.  Subsequently  it  was  denatured. 

3500.  Adulteration  of  cheese.  U.  S.  v.  1,665  Molds,  114  Molds,  52  Boxes,  and 

140  Bushel  Baskets  of  Cheese.  Decree  of  condemnation.  Portion  of 
product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  he  reconditioned;  remainder 
ordered  destroyed.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7113.  Sample  Nos.  74778— E  to  74780— E, 
in  cl.) 

This  product  was  contaminated  with  filth,  such  as  insects  and  larvae,  insect 
fragments,  and  rodent  hairs.  Portions  also  showed  evidence  of  having  been 
gnawed  by  rodents. 

On  April  2,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  New 
York  filed  a  libel  against  1,779  molds,  52  boxes,  and  140  bushel  baskets  of  cheese 
at  New  York,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  February  12,  1942,  by  Sam  Konugres  from  Trinidad,  Colo. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part 
of  a  filthy  substance. 

On  April  25,  1942,  Sam  Konugres,  claimant  for  the  1,665  molds  of  cheese, 
having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  en¬ 
tered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  elimination  of  the 
filthy  and  rodent-gnawed  portions  under  the  supervision  of  the  Pood  and  Drug 
Administration.  On  May  21, 1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  remainder 
of  the  cheese,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was 
ordered  destroyed. 

3501.  Adulteration  of  Cheddar  cheese.  TJ.  S.  v.  435  Cases  of  Cheese.  Consent 

decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be 
reprocessed.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7081.  Sample  No.  71496— E.) 

Analysis  indicated  that  the  solids  of  this  product  contained  less  than  50  percent 
of  milk  fat. 

On  March  20,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Arkansas  filed  a  libel  against  435  cases  of  cheese  at  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  December 
22  and  23,  1941,  from  Tescott,  Kans. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in 
that  a  substance  deficient  in  milk  fat  had  been  substituted  wholly  or  in  part 
for  Cheddar  cheese,  which  it  purported  to  be.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part: 
“Selected  Countryside  Cheese  ♦  ♦  ♦  20  Lbs.  8  Oz.” 

On  April  15,  1942,  Tescott  Cheese  Co.,  Tescott,  Kans.,  claimant,  having  ad¬ 
mitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and 
the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reprocessed  under  the  super¬ 
vision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  On  May  1,  1942,  an  order  was 
entered  correcting  an  error  in  the  decree  with  respect  to  the  identity  of  the 
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shipper  so  as  to  show  that  the  shipment  had  been  made  by  the  Tescott  Cheese  Co. 
from  Tescott,  Kans. 

3502.  Adulteration  of  Velveeta.  U.  S.  v.  353  Bundles,  each  containing:  10 

2-pound  boxes,  of  Velveeta.  Default  decree  of  condemnation.  Product 
ordered  disposed  of  for  hog:  feed.  (P.  D.  C,  No.  6664.  Sample  No.  81413— E.) 

This  product  contained  nondescript  dirt  and  hairs. 

On  January  12,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Utah  filed 
a  libel  against  353  bundles,  each  containing  10  2-pound  boxes  of  Velveeta  at 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  November  19,  1941,  by  the  Kraft  Cheese  Co.  from  Poca¬ 
tello,  Idaho ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole 
or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 

On  March  7, 1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed.  On  July  25,  1942,  a  supple¬ 
mental  order  was  entered  amending  the  original  order  of  destruction  to  permit 
disposal  of  the  product  for  hog  feed. 

3503.  Adulteration  and  misbranding:  of  process  cheese.  U.  S.  v.  12  Bundles  and 

51  Bundies  of  Process  Cheese.  Consolidated  decree  of  condemnation. 
Product  ordered  released  under  bond  for  reconditioning:  and  relabeling:. 
(F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6974,  6976.  Sample  Nos.  89056-E,  89057-E.) 

This  product  was  found  to  contain  more  moisture  and  less  fat  than  process 
cheese  should  contain.  Portions  were  falsely  labeled  as  to  the  name  of  the 
distributor. 

On  March  5,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey 
filed  libels  against  63  bundles,  each  containing  6  5-pound  boxes  of  process  cheese 
at  Newark,  N.  J.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  January  8  and  January  27,  1942,  by  Sunnette  Cheese  Corporation 
from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated.  It  was  labeled  in 
part:  “Wingdale  [or  “Elias”]  Brand  Pasteurized  Process  Cheese.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  (1)  in  that  a  valuable  constituent, 
milk  fat,  had  been  in  whole  or  in  part  omitted  therefrom ;  (2)  in  that  a  substance 
containing  more  moisture  and  less  fat  than  process  cheese  had  been  substituted 
wholly  or  in  part  for  process  cheese ;  and  (3)  in  that  water  had  been  added  thereto 
or  mixed  or  packed  therewith  so  as  to  increase  its  bulk  or  weight  or  reduce  its 
quality  or  strength,  or  make  it  appear  better  or  of  greater  value  than  it  was. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  “Distributed  By  Jose  A. 
Elias  &  Hermano  New  York,  N.  Y.,”  borne  on  some  of  the  boxes  in  one  lot  and  the 
statement  “Distribuidores  Exclusives  Para  P.  R. :  Jose  A.  Elias  &  Hno.,”  borne 
on  all  of  the  boxes  in  the  other  lot  were  false  and  misleading  since  they  were 
Incorrect. 

On  April  13,  1942,  Sunnette  Cheese  Corporation,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libels  and  the  cases  having  been  consolidated,  judgment  of  con¬ 
demnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  condi¬ 
tioned  that  it  be  reworked  to  bring  it  into  compliance  with  the  law.  On  July  10, 
1942,  the  decree  was  amended  to  provide  for  mixing  the  product  with  other  cheese 
and  relabeling  it  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

CONDENSED  MILK 

3504.  Adulteration  and  misbranding:  of  condensed  milk.  U.  S.  v.  59  Cases,  20 

Cases,  and  7  Cases  of  Sweetened  Condensed  Milk.  Consent  decree  of 
condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  brougrht 
into  compliance  witk  the  law.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  7029,  7030,  7031.  Sample 
No.  23390-E.) 

Analysis  showed  that  this  product  contained  less  than  8.5  percent  of  milk  fat, 
the  minimum  permitted  by  the  standard. 

On  March  16,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
California  filed  a  libel  against  86  cases  of  condensed  milk  at  San  Francisco,  Calif., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
December  2, 1941,  by  Whatcom  County  Dairy  Association  from  Bellingham,  Wash. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part: 
“  ‘Unicorn’  Brand  Sweetened  Condensed  Milk.” 

It  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  an  article  deficient  in  milk  fat  had  been 
substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  sweetened  condensed  milk,  which  it  purported 
to  be. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for  which  a 
definition  and  standard  of  identity  had  been  prescribed  by  law  and  it  failed  to 
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conform  to  such  definition  and  standard  since  it  contained  less  than  8,5  percent 
of  milk  fat. 

On  March  27,  1942,  the  Southern  Pacific  Co.,  claimant,  having  consented  to  the 
entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was 
ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  brought  into  compliance  with 
the  law  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

EGGS 

3505.  Adulteration  and  misbranding:  of  dried  egg  yolk.  U.  S.  v.  Rog^ol  Distribu¬ 

tors,  Inc.,  John  T.  Robertson,  and  Charles  Gog^el.  Pleas  of  guilty.  Fine 

of  ^200  against  the  defendant  corporation.  Fine  of  $100  against  the 

defendant  Robertson.  Fine  of  $50  against  the  defendant  Gogel.  (F.  D. 

C.  No.  6496.  Sample  No.  69060-E.) 

This  product  was  found  to  consist  of  approximately  50  percent  of  soybean  fiour 
with  added  carotin. 

On  or  about  June  1,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  New  York  filed  an  information  against  Rogol  Distributors,  Inc.,  John  T. 
Robertson,  and  Charles  Gogel,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about 
April  10,  1941,  from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  New  Jersey  of  a 
quantity  of  dried  egg  yolk  which  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  It  was  labeled 
in  part:  “Spray  Hen  Egg  Yolk.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  substance,  namely,  a  mix¬ 
ture  of  dried  egg  yolk  and  soybean  flour  containing  added  carotin  had  been  sub¬ 
stituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  dried  egg  yolk,  which  it  purported  to  be ;  in  that  it 
was  inferior  to  dried  egg  yolk  since  that  it  consisted  of  a  mixture  of  dried  egg 
yolk  and  soybean  flour  and  had  been  colored  with  carotin  to  simulate  a  product 
consisting  entirely  of  dried  egg  yolk  in  a  manner  whereby  its  inferiority  to  dried 
egg  yolk  was  concealed;  and  in  that  soybean  flour  had  been  added  thereto  or 
mixed  or  packed  therewith  so  as  to  reduce  its  quality  and  in  that  carotin  had 
been  added  thereto  or  mixed  or  packed  therewith  so  as  to  make  it  appear  better 
or  of  greater  value  than  it  was. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statements,  “Spray  Hen  Egg 
Yolk”  and  “Egg  Yolk,”  borne  in  the  cases,  were  false  and  misleading  since  they 
represented  and  suggested  that  it  consisted  entirely  of  dried  egg  yolk;  whereas 
it  did  not  consist  entirely  of  dried  egg  yolk,  but  did  consist  of  a  mixture  of  egg 
yolk  and  soybean  flour  containing  added  carotin ;  in  that  it  consisted  of  a  mixture 
of  egg  yolk  and  soybean  flour  containing  added  carotin  and  was  offered  for  sale 
under  the  name  of  another  food,  namely,  “Spray  Hen  Egg  Yolk”  and  “Egg  Yolk” ; 
’in  that  it  was  fabricated  from  two  or  more  ingredients  and  its  label  did  not  bear 
the  common  or  usual  name  of  each  ingredient ;  in  that  it  was  in  package  form 
and  did  not  bear  a  label  containing  the  name  and  place  of  business  of  the  manu¬ 
facturer,  packer,  or  distributor;  in  that  it  contained  artificial  coloring  and  did 
not  bear  labeling  stating  that  fact;  and  in  that  it  purported  to  be  dried  egg 
yolks  a  food  for  which  a  definition  and  standard  of  identiy  had  been  prescribed 
by  law,  but  did  not  conform  to  such  definition  and  standard  of  identity. 

On  June  20,  1942,  pleas  of  guilty  having  been  entered  on  behalf  of  all  three 
defendants,  the  court  Imposed  fines  as  follows:  $200  against  the  corjwration, 
$100  against  defendant  Robertson,  and  $50  against  defendant  Gogel. 

3506.  Adulteration  of  spray  dried  whole  eggs.  U.  S.  v.  1.  Barrel  and  3  Barrels 

of  Dried  Whole  Eggs.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction. 

(P.  D.  C.  Nos.  7162,  7174.  Sample  Nos.  57459-E,  71421-B.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  decomposed. 

On  April  6  and  9,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Missouri  filed  libels  against  4  barrels  of  dried  whole  eggs  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  alleg¬ 
ing  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  Febru¬ 
ary  27  and  March  2,  1942,  by  F.  M.  Stamper  Co.  from  Murray,  Ky. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed 
substance. 

On  May  8,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  condemnation  were 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3507.  Adulteration  of  frozen  whole  eggs.  TJ.  S.  v.  Marvin  Belzer  (Belzer  Egg 

Products  Co.).  Plea  of  nolo  contendere.  Flne»  $100.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6444. 

Sample  No.  56906-E.) 

Samples  of  this  product  were  found  to  be  decomi>osed  and  to  have  a  phenolic 
or  disinfectant  odor. 
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On  March  26,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Missouri  filed  an  information  against  Marvin  Belzer,  trading  as  Belzer  Elgg 
Products  Co.,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  April  25,  1941,  from 
the  State  of  Missouri  into  the  State  of  New  York,  of  a  quantity  of  frozen  eggs 
which  were  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  putrid 
and  decomposed  substance  and  were  otherwise  unfit  for  food. 

On  May  23,  1942,  the  defendant  having  entered  a  plea  of  nolo  contendere,  the 
court  imposed  a  fine  of  $100. 

3508.  Alleged  adulteration  of  frozen  eggs.  II.  S.  v.  Commercial  Creamery  Co. 

Plea  of  not  guilty.  Tried  to  the  court.  Judgment  of  acquittal.  (F.  D,  C. 

No.  6580.  Sample  Nos.  65765-B.  65766-E.) 

On  December  31,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Washington  filed  an  information  against  Commercial  Creamery  Co.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  Spokane,  Wash.,  charging  shipment  on  or  about  January  13  and  27,  1941, 
from  the  State  of  Washington  into  the  State  of  Oregon,  of  quantities  of  frozen 
eggs  which  were  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 

On  March  12, 1942,  the  defendant  having  pleaded  not  guilty,  the  case  was  tried 
to  the  court  and  a  judgment  of  acquittal  was  entered,  the  court  handing  down  the 
following  ^opinion : 

SCHWEJXENBACH,  DistHct  Judge.  “By  information  defendant  is  charged  with 
introducing  into  interstate  commerce  in  Spokane,  Wash.,  for  shipment  to  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.,  two  shipments  of  frozen  eggs  which  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of 
a  decomposed  substance  in  violation  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug  and  Cosmetic 
Act.  The  pertinent  portions  of  the  statute,  grouped  together  for  continuity  pur¬ 
poses,  read  as  follows  (Title  21,  U.  S.  C.  A.)  ;  Section  331,  ‘The  following  acts 
and  the  causing  thereof  are  prohibited:  (a)  The  introduction  or  delivery  for 
introduction  into  interstate  commerce  of  any  food  *  *  *  that  is  adulterated 

♦  *  *.’  Section  333,  ‘(a)  Any  person  who  violates  any  of  the  provisions  of 
section  331  shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor.’  Section  342,  ‘A  food  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  adulterated — (a)  (3)  If  it  consists  in  whole  or  in  part  of  any 
filthy,  putrid,  or  decomposed  substance,  or  if  it  is  otherwise  unfit  for  food.’ 
To  the  information  a  plea  of  not  guilty  was  entered.  By  stipulation,  a  jury  was 
waived  and  the  case  presented  to  the  court.  By  stipulation,  the  interstate  char¬ 
acter  of  the  shipments  and  their  identity  was  admitted  by  defendant. 

“Defendant  contends  that  the  failure  to  afford  to  the  defendant  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  present  its  views  as  provided  in  the  act  (21  U.  S.  C.  A.  section  335) 
prevents  this  prosecution.  This  contention  is  without  foundation.  The  notice*” 
and  hearing  required  in  Section  335  is  administrative  and  not  jurisdictional. 
TJ.  V.  Morgan,  222  U.  S.  274 ;  V.  S.  v.  American  Laboratories,  222  Fed.  104. 

“Defendant  contends  that  the  statute  is  too  indefinite  and  that  neither  it  nor 
the  regulations  promulgated  under  it  establish  standards  sufiiciently  definite  to 
enable  the  defendant  to  know  of  the  crime  with  w^hich  it  is  charged  and  that  any 
reasonable  doubt  as  to  the  meaning  of  the  statute  must  be  construed  in  favor  of 
the  defendant.  It  is  true  that  this  is  a  criminal  proceeding  in  which  the  burden 
of  proving  the  allegations  of  the  information  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt  rests 
upon  the  Government  and  the  defendant  is  entitled  to  its  recognized  presumption 
of  innocence.  XJ.  8.  v.  Mayfield,  177  Fed.  765 ;  Von  Bremen  v.  United  States, 
192  Fed.  904 ;  U.  S.  v.  American  Laboratories,  supra  ;  U.  S.  v.  Newton  Tea  &  Spice 
Co,  275  Fed.  394.  But  the  rule  of  strict  construction  as  to  the  statute  itself  has 
little  or  no  application  to  the  Federal  Food,  Drug  and  Cosmetic  Act  designed, 
as  it  is,  to  prevent  injury  to  the  public  health.  A.  O.  Anderson  d  Co.,  v.  United 
States,  284  Fed.  542 ;  U.  S.  v.  4^  Dozen  Packages,  More  or  Less,  of  Gauze  Bandage 
Labeled  in  Part  Sterilized,  94  Fed.  (2)  641;  U.  S.  v.  Research  Laboratories,  Inc., 
9th  Circuit,  No.  9898,  decided  February  24,  1942,  126  Fed.  (2)  42.  Furthermore, 
the  statute  is  not  indefinite  or  ambiguous.  It  makes  illegal  the  introduction  into 
interstate  commerce  of  food  which  ‘consists  in  whole  or  in  part  of  any  filthy, 
putrid,  or  decomposed  substance.’  (Emphasis  mine).  This  statute  is  all  in¬ 
clusive  and  prevents  the  shipment  in  interstate  commerce  of  any  food  which 
contains  any  decomposed  matter.  Defendant  urges  that  such  a  construction 
of  the  statute  would  result  in  unreasonable  regulation  and  would  prevent  the 
shipment  in  interstate  commerce  of  many  foods  not  harmful  to  public  health. 
If  such  a  contention  is  sound,  the  argument  in  support  thereof  should  be  made  to 
the  Congress  and  not  to  the  courts.  The  act  was  passed  by  Congress,  under  its 
authority  to  exclude  from  interstate  commerce  impure  and  adulterated  foods 
and  to  prevent  the  facilities  of  commerce  being  used  to  enable  such  articles  to  be 


3426-3650] 


NOTICES  OF  JUDGMEOST 


149 


transported  to  the  people  who  consume  them  and  it  is  in  the  light  of  the  purpose 
and  of  the  power  exerted  by  Congress  that  this  act  must  be  considered  and  con¬ 
strued.  Hipolite  Egg  Co.  v.  United  States,  220  U.  S.  45.  Congress  may  itself 
determine  the  means  appropriate  to  this  purpose,  and,  so  long  as  they  do  no 
violence  to  other  provisions  of  the  Constitution,  it  is,  itself,  the  judge  of  the 
means  to  be  employed  in  exercising  the  powers  conferred  upon  it  in  this  respect. 
McDermott  v.  Wisconsin,  228  U.  S.  115.  Congress,  following  its  own  conception 
of  public  policy  concerning  the  restrictions  which  may  appropriately  be  imposed 
upon  interstate  commerce,  is  free  to  exclude  from  the  commerce  articles  whose 
use  it  may  conceive  to  be  injurious  to  the  public  health,  morals,  or  welfare 
♦  *  *  The  distinction  on  which  the  decision  {Hammer  v.  Dagenhart)  was 

rested,  that  Congressional  power  to.  prohibit  interstate  commerce  is  limited  to 
articles  which  in  themselves  have  some  harmful  or  deleterious  property — distinc¬ 
tion  which  was  novel  when  made  and  unsupported  by  any  provision  of  the 
Constitution — has  long  since  been  abandoned.  U.  8.  v.  Darlty,  312  U.  S.  100. 

“Plaintiff’s  testimony  in  this  case  consists  of  evidence  submitted  by  three 
witnesses,  all  employees  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  They  were  the 
inspector  and  assistant  inspector  at  Portland,  Oreg.,  who  made  the  seizure,  and 
the  chief  inspector  at  Seattle,  who  verified  their  findings.  Their  method  of 
inspection  consisted  exclusively  of  the  use  of  the  organoleptic  (affecting  an 
organ  or  organs,  especially  those  of  touch,  taste  and  smell.  Punk  and  Wag- 
nail’s  New  Standard  Dictionary,  1940  edition)  test.  In  this  case,  they  used 
the  sense  of  smell.  In  each  instance,  the  witness  testified  that  his  training  in 
the  use  of  this  test  consisted  of  a  3  weeks’  course  in  California.  While  there 
they  had  made  up  for  them  ‘authentic  packs’  of  various  food  substances  using 
which  they  were  taught  to  differentiate  between  the  odor  emanating  from 
each.  It  will  be  noted  that  such  packs  were  designated  ‘authentic’  rather  than 
proven.  For  example,  in  making  up  an  ‘authentic’  egg  pack,  the  eggs  used  were 
not  submitted  to  any  chemical  or  bacteriological  test  but  were  taken  from  what 
the  witnesses  described  as  ‘known  sources  of  either  good  or  bad  eggs  and 
the  odors  were  described  to  them  as  those  which  would  come  from  either 
good  or  bad  egg  packs.  The  samples  upon  which  plaintiff  relies  in  this 
case  were  not  subjected  to  either  bacteriological  or  chemical  tests  nor  was  the 
method  of  Inspection  of  the  source  used. 

“Defendant’s  testimony  included  an  explanation  of  the  care  used  by  it  in 
the  preparation  of  these  shipments.  It  was  uncontradicted  that  the  eggs  were 
carefully  selected  and  examined  by  skilled  candlers.  They  were  broken  in  the 
approved  fashion,  using  recognized  methods  by  experiencd  breakers,  into  cups 
where  they  were  judged  as  to  appearance  and  smell  by  the  breaking-room  fore¬ 
man  who  has  had  11  years’  experience.  He  testified  that  they  were  not  decom¬ 
posed.  They  were  then  churned  and  rushed  to  refrigeration.  Plaintiff  makes 
no  contention  about  this  breaking-room  operation.  The  defendant  also  offered 
the  testimony  of  a  witness  in  Portland  who  was  present  at  the  time  of  the 
seizure  there  by  the  Department’s  inspector.  He,  too,  had  had  long  experience  in 
detection  of  odors  of  frozen  eggs.  He  testified  he  could  detect  no  odor  of  de¬ 
composition.  Plaintiff  also  submitted  the  testimony  of  a  witness  now  connected 
with  the  Washington  State  Department  of  Agriculture.  He,  likewise,  had  had 
many  years  of  experience  in  the  egg  business.  He  testified  that  the  organoleptic 
method  of  testing  was  more  efiicient  if  used  at  the  time  of  breaking  than  if  used 
later  at  the  time  of  seizure. 

“It  is  not  the  function  of  the  court  in  this  case  to  make  a  choice  for  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration  as  to  the  method  of  testing  to  be  followed  by 
it.  My  problem  is  only  to  determine  whether  the  Government  has  sustained 
the  burden  of  establishing  its  case  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt.  However,  there 
are  certain  facts  disclosed  in  the  evidence  and  of  which  I  have  knowledge  which 
I  cannot  overlook  in  deciding  this  case.  They  are : 

“1.  That  eggs  have  a  peculiar  propensity  for  the  acquisition  of  odors  from 
many  and  varied  sources ;  for  example,  the  food  which  the  chicken  eats,  the 
place  where  the  egg  is  laid,  the  place  at  which  and  the  method  used  in  storing 
the  eggs,  all  have  their  effect  upon  the  odor  of  the  egg. 

“2.  One  of  the  most  efiicient  methods  of  determining  the  presence  or  ab¬ 
sence  of  decomposition  in  egg  products  comes  from  inspection  at  the  source. 
The  Department  of  Agriculture  recognized  this  during  the  time  that  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration  was  a  part  of  that  Department.  (Agricultural  Year 
Book,  1924,  pages  438  and  439).  This  was  more  specifically  recognized  by  the 
Department  in  1939  (Agricultural  Year  Book,  1939,  p.  345). 
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“3.  The  determination  as  to  .whether  an  egg  contains  decomposed  substance 
is  much  more  difficult  than  a  similar  determination  as  to  most  any  other  food 
product.  As  it  was  put  by  Allen  in  his  work  on  Commercial  Organic  Analysis 
hy  Chemists,  5th  ed.  Vol.  IX,  p.  557;  ‘A  chemist  who  is  called  in  to  examine 
eggs  or  pass  judgment  on  their  quality  must  of  necessity  be  an  egg  expert  since 
their  examination  presents  rather  greater  difficulties  than  other  food  products.’ 

“4.  I  do  know  that  for  years  chemists  have  been  seeking  more  efficient  and 
rigid  methods  for  the  determination  of  the  presence  of  decomposition  in  eggs. 
One  need  only  study  the  reports  of  the  Association  of  Official  Agricultural 
Chemists  to  become  aware  of  this  effort.  See  Journal  of  the  Association  of 
Official  Agricultural  Chemists,  Vol.  XX,  p.  159  (1937)  ;  Vol.  XXI,  p.  179  (1938)  ; 
Vol.  XXII,  p.  298  (1939)  ;  Vol.  XXIV,  p.  119  (1941)  ;  Vol.  XXIV,  p.  319  (1941). 

In  most  of  these  studies,  representatives  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
participated  either  as  referees  or  associate  referees.  It  is  difficult  for  me  to 
believe  that  if  the  organoleptic  test  is  as  efficient  as  plaintiff’s  witnesses  say  that 
such  complete  and  consistent  efforts  were  being  made  by  the  chemists  to  acquire 
rapidity  in  their  processes. 

“5.  What  is  true  of  the  chemists  is  also  true  of  the  bacteriologists.  While  their 
conclusions  must  necessarily  be  merely  quantitative,  nevertheless,  I  doubt  whether 
the  American  Public  Health  Association  would  have  interested  itself  to  the  extent 
that  it  has  in  the  bacteriological  studies  if  plaintiff’s  contention  as  to  the  scientific 
efficiency  of  the  organoleptic  method  is  true.  At  least  it  may  be  said,  as  was  said 
by  the  Committee  on  Microbiological  Methods  of  Pood  Examination  of  the  Amer¬ 
ican  Public  Health  Association,  February,  1938,  ‘Criticism  has  been  raised  of  the 
use  of  bacterial  counts  in  the  examination  of  food  products  on  the  grounds  that 
it  contributes  nothing  to  our  knowledge  of  quality  and  that  organoleptic  tests  are 
equally  reliable,  less  expensive,  and  much  more  rapid.  The  development  of 
bacterial  standards  for  frozen  eggs  can  be  compared  to  the  extensive  efforts  now 
being  made  to  determine  the  exact  physical  and  chemical  properties  that  consti¬ 
tute  good  eggs.  As  the  properties  are  understood,  they  will  be  interpreted  in  terms 
of  appearance  before  the  candle  and  candling  must  remain  the  practical  means  of 
examining  interior  egg  quality.  Thus,  bacterial  counts  will  serve  as  a  basis  for 
the  establishment  of  the  limit  of  quality  of  frozen  eggs.  (Journal,  American 
Public  Health  Association,  Vol.  XXVIII,  p.  56).’ 

“6.  It  must  be  conceded  that  the  use  of  the  sense  of  smell  as  a  medium  of  dis¬ 
covering  the  imperfections  in  food  products  is  of  such  recent  development  as  to 
make  it  doubtful  whether  it  may  be  used  as  an  exclusive  standard  by  which  the 
presumption  of  innocence  may  be  overcome  in  a  criminal  case.  Dr.  Eric  Ponder, 
writing  in  the  London  scientific  magazine  Discovery  for  March,  1926,  said  this: 
‘The  sense  of  smell  is  one  of  those  little  islands  untouched  by  the  advance  of 
science,  unclaimed  for  its  proper  use.  We  do  not  know  how  the  olfactory  organ 
functions.  We  know  little  about  olfactory  memory,  we  do  not  know  enough 
about  the  potentialities  of  the  sense  to  apply  it  usefully.’  We  do  know  that  the 
olfactory  nerves  are  just  as  efficient  as  the  optic  or  auditory  nerves.  The  difficulty  ’ 
lies  in  the  fact  that  our  conscious  use  of  them  is  so  less  frequent.  To  put  it 
another  way,  we  may  smell  as  frequently  as  we  see  or  hear,  but  we  do  not  sniff 
nearly  as  frequently  as  we  look  or  listen.  The  problem  is  not  one  of  sensitivity 
but  rather  of  selectivity.  Consequently,  skill  in  the  art  of  detection  through  the 
sense  of  smell  comes  from  experience  rather  than  aptitude. 

“Counsel  for  plaintiff  vigorously  objected  that  I  even  permit  the  introduction 
of  the  testimony  of  the  foreman  of  the  defendant’s  egg-breaking  plant  with  his 
11  years’  experience  in  the  detection  of  odors  in  eggs.  This,  for  the  reason  that 
he  didn’t  have  a  college  degree  in  science.  The  rule  that  expert  testimony  is  not 
conclusively  binding  upon  the  court  applies  in  pure  food  and  drug  cases  as  well 
as  any  other  case.  TJ.  S.  v.  17  Bottles,  Large  Size,  and  65  Bottles,  Small  Size,  More 
or  Less,  of  an  article  of  drugs  labeled  in  part  ‘B.  d  M.,’  53  Fed.  (2)  264.  Further¬ 
more,  I  can  see  nothing  in  a  3  weeks’  course  of  training  in  the  organoleptic  method, 
even  when  taken  by  men  possessed  of  degrees  of  Master  of  Science  and  Doctor 
of  Philosophy,  which  would  justify  me  in  arbitrarily  accepting  their  testimony 
as  against  men  who  have  had  years  of  experience  in  the  practical  use  of  that  very 
method.  I  do  not  suppose  the  foreman  of  the  breaking  plant,  either  when  he  was 
a  candler  or  a  smeller,  even  dreamed  that  he  was  using  the  organoleptic  proce¬ 
dure.  That,  however,  did  not  prevent  him  from  developing  the  attribute  of 
selectivity  either  in  looking  or  smelling. 

“Plaintiff’s  chief  inspector  justifies  the  exclusive  use  of  the  organoleptic  test 
on  the  ground  that  it  is  quicker  and  permits  more  territorial  coverage  than  could 
be  obtained  by  the  combined  use  of  this  method  with  any  one  of  the  other  three. 
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I  fully  recognize  the  need  for  speed  so  far  as  the  stoi)page  of  shipments  of  decom¬ 
posed  food  is  concerned.  Clearly,  if  the  Administration’s  inspectors  were  com¬ 
pelled  to  wait  until  they  have  made  either  an  inspection  of  the  source  or  the 
chemical  or  bacteriological  tests  before  making  a  seizure,  public  health  might  be 
endangered.  I  recognize  that  it  is  not  likely  that  any  one  chemical  method  can 
be  developed  to  detect  and  evaluate  the  spoilage  in  eggs  in  view  of  the  limited, 
well-defined  biochemical  task  of  the  microbial  species.  However,  this  is  not 
merely  a  question  of  seizure.  This  is  a  criminal  case  in  which  the  Government 
is  confronted  with  the  burden  of  proving  its  case  beyond  a  reasonable  doubt.  The 
seizure  in  this  case  was  made  in  January  1941.  The  information  was  not  filed 
until  December  31,  1941.  There  was  nothing  to  prevent  the  Government  from 
having  made  certain  as  to  the  condition  of  these  shipments  by  taking  advantage 
of  any  one  of  the  three  additional  tests. 

“I  am  convinced  from  all  of  the  testimony  that  the  plaintiff  has  failed  to  sus¬ 
tain  the  burden  that  rests  upon  it  in  this  case.  To  my  mind,  it  has  failed  to 
overcome  the  presumption  of  innocence  to  which  the  defendant  is  entitled. 
Consequently,  I  must  find  that  the  defendant  is  not  guilty  of  the  violations 
charged  in  the  two  counts  of  the  information  and  direct  that  this  action  must  be 
dismissed.” 

3509.  Adulteration  of  frozen  whole  eggs.  U.  S.  v.  Highway  Butter  &  Egg  Co., 

Inc.,  and  William  Goldberg.  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $300.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

6460.  Sample  No.  56909-E.) 

On  June  16,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Indiana  filed  an  information  against  Highway  Butter  &  Egg  Co.,  Inc.,  and  William 
Goldberg,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  May  18,  1941,  from 
the  State  of  Indiana  into  the  State  of  New  York,  of  a  quantity  of  frozen  eggs 
which  were  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  putrid  and 
decomposed  substance. 

On  June  29,  1942,  the  defendants  having  entered  a  plea  of  guilty,  the  court 
imposed  a  fine  of  $300  on  defendants  jointly. 

3510.  Adulteration  of  frozen  egg.s.  U.  S.  v.  800  Cans  of  Frozen  Eggs.  Consent 

decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  for  segre¬ 
gation  of  good  portion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7331.  Sample  No.  92274-E.) 

On  April  13,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
California  filed  a  libel  against  800  30-pound  cans  of  frozen  eggs  at  L  )s  Angeles, 
Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  March  25, 1942,  by  Bradbury  Produce  from  Woodward,  Okla. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed 
substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Bradbury  Produce  *  *  *  ^2 

Whole  Eggs  Frozen.” 

On  April  24,  1942,  Bradbury  Produce,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allega¬ 
tions  of  the  libel  as  to  a  portion  of  the  shipment,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  segregation  of  the 
good  portion  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  Sub¬ 
sequently  the  rejected  portion  was  destroyed. 

3511.  Adulteration  of  frozen  eggs.  U.  S.  v.  52  Cans  of  Frozen  Eggs.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7486.  Sample  No. 

93121-E.) 

On  May  14,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Montana  filed 
a  libel  against  52  30-pound  cans  of  frozen  eggs  at  Butte,  Mont.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  March  20,  1942,  by 
Nelson  Ricks  Creamery  Co.  from  Rexburg,  Idaho ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adul¬ 
terated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance  which 
might  have  rendered  it  injurious  to  health.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part: 
(Cans)  “Banquet  Idaho  Eggs.” 

On  June  29,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3512.  Adulteration  of  shell  eggs.  U.  S.  v.  14  Crates  of  Eggs.  Default  decree 

of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7138.  Sample  No. 

90766-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  mixed  rots,  heavy  spot 
rots,  and  embryos. 
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On  April  2,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massachusetts 
filed  a  libel  against  14  crates,  each  containing  30  dozen  eggs  at  Revere,  Mass., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
March  27,  1942,  by  G.  M.  Shone  from  Brentwood,  N.  H. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance, 
or  was  otherwise  unfit  for  food.  The  article  was  unlabeled. 

On  May  25,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

FISHERIES  PRODUCTS 

CRAB  MEAT 

3518.  Action  to  enjoin  ami  restrain  clistriljiitioii  in  interstate  commeree  of  adul¬ 
terated  crab  meat.  U.  S.  v.  H.  Wallace  and  Harold  M.  Wallace  (Gull 
Crabmeat  Co.).  Consent  decree  granting  permanent  injunction.  (Inj. 
No.  13.) 

On  July  29,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  Ala¬ 
bama  filed  a  complaint  against  H.  Wallace  and  Harold  M.  Wallace,  Mobile,  Ala., 
individually,  and  doing  business  as  the  Gulf  Crabmeat  Co.,  alleging  that  from 
on  or  about  May  1,  1940,  to  the  date  of  filing  the  complaint,  the  defendants  had 
been  preparing  and  packing  crab  meat  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it 
might  have  become  contaminated  by  filth  and  might  have  been  rendered  injurious 
to  health ;  that  the  food  so  prepared  and  packed  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part 
of  a  filthy  animal  substance  that  was  unfit  for  food  and  was  adulterated  in  viola¬ 
tion  of  the  law ;  and  that  the  crab  meat  so  prepared  and  packed  was  being 
offered  for  interstate  shipment.  The  complaint  alleged  further  that  the  de¬ 
fendants  had  failed  to  remedy  the  defects  existing  in  their  plant  and  in  their 
method  of  operation  and  were  continually  preparing  and  packing  adulterated 
crab  meat ;  that  they  would  continue  to  ship  such  adulterated  crab  meat  in 
interstate  commerce  unless  enjoined  from  doing  so ;  and  prayed  that  a  prelim¬ 
inary  injunction  issue  and  that  after  due  proceedings  the  preliminary  injunction 
be  made  permanent. 

On  July  31,  1941,  the  court  entered  a  temporary  restraining  order;  and  on 
February  5,  1942,  the  defendants  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  com¬ 
plaint  and  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  was  entered 
permanently  enjoining  and  restraining  the  defendants  and  anyone  acting  on  their 
behalf  from  shipping  in  interstate  commerce  crab  meat  which  they  had  manu¬ 
factured  or  processed  and  that  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning  of  the  law. 

3514.  Adulteration  of  crab  meat.  IT.  S.  v.  Augrustiis  L<.  Lyons.  Plea  of  guilty. 

Fine,  ^25;  fine  remitted.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  2925.  Sample  No.  9777-E.) 

On  March  8,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Alabama  filed  an  information  against  Augustus  L.  Lyons,  Heron  Bay,  Ala., 
alleging  that  on  or  about  June  12,  1940,  the  defendant  gave  to  Star  Fish  & 
Oyster  Co.,  Inc.,  Mobile,  Ala.,  a  guaranty  that  all  crab  meat  furnished  by  the 
defendant  to  said  company  would  be  neither  misbranded  nor  adulterated  within 
the  meaning  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act ;  that  on  ,or  about 
June  20,  1940,  the  defendant  sold  and  delivered  to  the  Star  Fish  &  Oyster  Co., 
Inc.,  a  quantity  of  crab  meat ;  and  that  said  crab  meat  was  delivered  by  the 
purchaser  for  introduction  in  interstate  commerce  from  the  State  of  Alabama 
into  the  State  of  Maryland. 

The  information  charged  further  that  the  defendant,  in  violation  of  said  act, 
gave  a  guaranty  which  was  false  since  the  crab  meat  so  sold  and  delivered  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in 
that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have 
become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  February  9,  1942,  the  defendant  having  entered  a  plea  of  guilty,  the  court 
imposed  a  fine  of  $25,  which  was  remitted. 

3515.  Adulteration  of  crab  meat  U.  S.  v.  John  J.  Illieh  (John’s  Fish  Market). 

Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $50  on  each  of  0  counts.  Sentence  suspended  as 
to  6  of  the  G  counts.  Defendant  placed  on  probation  for  6  months. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  6434.  Sample  Nos.  50327-E  to  50330-E,  incl.,  50849-E,  50850-E.) 

Inspection  of  the  plant  where  this  product  was  packed  showed  .insanitary 
conditions.  On  May  27,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Mississippi  filed  an  information  against  John  J.  Illieh,  trading  as  John’s 
Fish  Market,  Biloxi,  Miss.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  July  10  and  August 
14  and  15,  1941,  from  the  State  of  Mississippi  into  the  State  of  Maryland  of 
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quantities  of  crab  meat  which  was  adulterated  in  that  it  had  been  prepared 
under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with 
filth. 

On  June  1,  1942,  the  defendant  having  entered  a  plea  of  guilty,  the  court  im¬ 
posed  a  fine  of  $50  upon  each  of  the  6  counts,  suspending  the  fine  on  5  counts 
and  placing  the  defendant  on  probation  for  6  months. 

8516.  Adulteration  of  crab  meat.  TJ.  S.  v.  1  Barrel  and  1  Barrel  of  Crab  Meat. 

Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F,  D.  C.  Nos.  7656, 
7600.  Sample  Nos.  59898-E,  87620-B.) 

On  May  15  and  21,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Mary¬ 
land  filed  libels  against  1  barrel  containing  50  1-pound  cans  of  white  and  13 
1-pound  cans  of  claw  crab  meat,  and  1  barrel  containing  75  1-pound  cans  of  white 
and  25  l-pound  cans  of  claw  crab  meat  at  Baltimore,  Md.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  May  12  and  18,  1942,  by 
Biloxi  Seafood  Co.  from  Biloxi,  Miss. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in 
that  it  had  been  prepared,  packed,  or  held  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby 
it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  June  17  and  24,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  con¬ 
demnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3517.  Adulteration  of  crab  meat.  U.  S.  v.  1  Barrel,  1  Barrel,  1  Barrel,  and  1  Box 

of  Crab  Meat.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  an»l  destruction.  (F.  D. 

C.  Nos.  7598,  7599,  7601.  Sample  Nos.  69896-E,  69897-E,  59899-E.) 

On  May  2l  and  22,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Mary¬ 
land  filed  libels  against  2  barrels  each  containing  100  pounds,  1  barrel  con¬ 
taining  101  pounds,  and  1  box  containing  64  pounds  of  crab  meat  at  Baltimore, 
Md.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  May  18  and  19,  1942,  by  C.  F.  Gollott  Seafood  Co.  from  Biloxi,  Miss. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  had  been  prepared,  packed,  or 
held  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated 
with  filth. 

On  June  24  and  25,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  con¬ 
demnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3518.  Adulteration  of  crab  meat.  U.  S.  v.  244  Cans  of  Crab  Meat.  Default  decree 

of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7554.  Sample  No. 
70571-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  that  it  contained  fecal  B.  colL 

On  May  14,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  New 
York  filed  a  libel  against  244  pound  cans  of  crab  meat  at  New  York,  N.  Y., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
May  12,  1942,  by  J.  A.  &  C.  Q.  Goodrich  from  Oak  Hill,  Fla. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy 
animal  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Lagoon  Quality 
Deluxe  *  *  *  Crabmeat.” 

On  June  12,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

FROZEN  FISH  AND  SHELLFISH 

3510.  Adulteration  of  frozen  shrimp.  U.  S-,  v.  16  Boxes  of  Frozen  Shrimp.  De¬ 
fault  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6263,  6264. 
Sample  Nos.  54420-E,  54421-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  decomposed  shrimp. 

On  November  21,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  16  boxes  of  frozen  shrimp  at  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  September  25  and  29  and  October  6,  1941,  by  the  Union  Fish  Co.  from 
Baltimore,  Md. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 

On  January  5,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3520.  Adulteration  of  frozen  fish.  IJ.  S.  v.  107  Boxes  of  Fish  Fillets  and  245 
Boxes  of  Red  Perch  Fillets.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  de¬ 
struction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  7337,  7390.  Sample  Nos.  80801— E,  86548— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  infested  with  parasites. 

On  April  23  and  24,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  Northern  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Illinois  and  the  Northern  District  of  Ohio  filed  libels  against  107  10- 
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pound  boxes  of  fish  fillets  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  245  10-pound  boxes  of  red 
perch  fillets  at  Cleveland,  Ohio,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  in 
interstate  commerce  on  or  about  April  2  and  6,  1942,  by  Slade  Gorton  Co.  from 
Boston,  Mass;  and  charging  that  they  were  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted 
in  whole  or  in  part  of  filthy  substances.  The  articles  were  labeled  in  part: 
“Fish  Fillets  [or  “Red  Perch  Fillets  ♦  *  *  ”]T&J  Busalacchi  Inc.  Boston 

Mass,” 

On  June  10  and  August  6,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of 
condemnation  were  entered  and  the  products  were  ordered  destroyed. 

3521.  Adulteration  of  frozen  perch  fillets.  U.  S.  v.  200  Boxes  of  Fillets.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7571.  Sample  No. 
64887-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  infested  with  parasites. 

On  May  28,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of  Penn¬ 
sylvania  filed  a  libel  against  200  10-pound  boxes  of  red  perch  fillets  at  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
May  18,  1942,  by  the  Frank  Ellsworth  Co.  from  Boston,  Mass. ;  and  charging  that 
it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Boxes)  “T.  &  J,  Busalacchi  Inc.  Boston  Mass. 
Pish  Fillets  Deep  Sea  Brand  Red  Perch  Mllets.” 

On  June  23,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

MISCELLANEOUS 

3522.  Misbranding:  of  canned  salmon.  U.  S.  v.  135  Cases  of  Salmon.  Consent 

decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be 
relabeled.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6322.  Sample  No.  58659— E.) 

This  product  was  deceptively  packaged.  Furthermore,  it  was  labeled  to  indicate 
that  it  was  red  salmon ;  whereas  it  was  not  red  salmon,  but  was  king  salmon. 

On  December  2,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Minnesota 
filed  a  libel  against  135  cases,  each  containing  48  15-ounce  cans,  of  salmon  at 
Minneapolis,  Minn.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  Interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  September  26,  1941,  by  Wm.  W.  McBride  Co.  from  Seattle, 
Wash.;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans) 
“Farbest  Select  Salmon  Natural  Red  Color  and  Oil  *  *  ♦  Packed  ♦  *  * 

For  Farwest  Fisheries  Inc.  Seattle.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  label  statement, 
“Select  Salmon  Natural  Red  Color  and  Oil,”  and  the  design  of  a  cut  salmon  on  a 
plate,  showing  a  red  color  on  the  exposed  surface  of  the  meat,  implying  that  the 
article  was  a  species  of  salmon  known  as  red  salmon,  were  false  and  misleading 
as  applied  to  king  salmon,  a  different  species;  and  (2)  in  that  its  container  was 
so  filled  as  to  be  misleading  since  the  fill  of  the  cans  averaged  only  87.7  percent, 
whereas  properly  filled  cans  of  salmon  should  be  over  90  percent  filled. 

On  January  29,  1942,  Whitney  &  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allegations 
of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered 
released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration. 

3523.  Adulteration  and  misbranding:  of  canned  sardines.  U.  S.  v.  23  Cases,  249 

Cases,  224  Cases,  and  165  Cases  of  Canned  Sardines.  Consent  decrees  of 
condemnation.  Product  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled.  (P.  D.  C. 
Nos.  5434,  5697,  5888,  6938.  Sample  Nos.  62273-E,  69596-E,  69601-E,  76612-B.) 

On  August  25,  September  2  and  30,  and  October  7,  1941,  the  United  States 
attorneys  for  the  Southern  and  Eastern  Districts  of  New  York,  District  of  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  and  the  Northern  District  of  Illinois  filed  libels  against  the  following 
quantities  of  canned  sardines — 23  cases  each  containing  100  -ounce  cans  at  New 
York,  N.  Y. ;  249  cases  each  containing  100  3%-ounce  cans  at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y. ;  224 
cases  each  containing  100  3%-ounce  cans  at  Somerville,  Mass. ;  and  165  cases  each 
containing  100  3%-ounce  cans  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  on  or  about  July  4  and  25  and  August  15,  1941,  by  the  Addison  Packing 
Co.  from  Ellsworth,  Maine ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded. 
It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Surfman  Brand  Selected  Maine  Sardines  in  Pure  Olive 
Oil” ;  or  “Farm  House  Brand  American  Sardines  Reid  Murdoch  &  Co.  Distribu¬ 
tors  Chicago.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent,  olive 
oil,  had  been  in  whole  or  in  part  omitted  therefrom.  A  portion  of  the  article 
’  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  sardines  in  an  oil  other  than  olive  oil  had 
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been  substituted  for  sardines  in  pure  olive  oil,  which  it  purported  to  be.  The 
remainder  of  the  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  an  oil  other  than 
olive  oil  had  been  substituted  for  pure  olive  oil,  which  it  purported  to  be. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  “In  Pure  Olive 
Oil”  or  “Packed  in  Pure  Olive  Oil”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an 
article  that  consisted  largely  of  an  oil  other  than  olive  oil  and  that  contained 
little  or  no  olive  oil. 

On  September  2S,  October  7,  and  December  4  and  16,  1941,  the  B.  O.  Bowers 
Co.,  claimant  for  the  seizures  at  New  York  and  Brooklyn,  and  the  Addison  Packing 
Co.,  claimant  for  the  seizures  at  Somerville  and  Chicago,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3524.  Adulteration  and  misbranding’  of  canned  sardines.  U.  S.  v.  61  Cartons  of 

Canned  Sardines.  Consent  decree  of  forfeiture  ordering  the  product 

released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6033.  Sample  No. 

51906-E.) 

On  October  15,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Massachu¬ 
setts  filed  a  libel  against  61  cartons,  each  containing  100  cans,  of  sardines  at 
Boston,  Mass.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  August  25,  1941,  by  Reeves  Parvin  &  Co.  from  Ellsworth,  Maine ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  (Cans) 
“Contents  3%  Ozs.  Surfman  Brmid  Selected  Maine  Sardines  in  Pure  Olive  Oil 
Packed  by  Addison  Packing  Co.,  Southwest  Harbor,  Me.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  (1)  in  that  a  valuable  constituent, 
olive  bil,  had  been  in  whole  or  in  part  onsitted  therefrom ;  and  (2)  in  that  an 
article,  sardines  in  an  oil  other  than  olive  oil,  had  been  substituted  for  sardines 
in  pure  olive  oil,  which  it  purported  to  be. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  “In  Pure  Olive  Oil”  was 
false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  consisted  largely  of  an  oil  other 
than  olive  oil  and  that  contained  little  or  no  olive  oil. 

On  January  7, 1942,  Addison  Packing  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allega¬ 
tions  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered 
released  upon  the  deposit  of  collateral  conditioned  that  it  be  relabeled  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Pood  and  Drug  Administration. 

3525.  Adulteration  of  tullibees.  U.  S.  v.  107  Boxes  of  Frozen  Fish.  Default 

deeree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  7073.  Sample  No. 

74260-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  parasitic  worms. 

On  March  21,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey 
filed  a  libel  against  107  boxes,  each  containing  130  to  140  pounds,  of  frozen  fish 
at  Jersey  City,  N.  J.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  February  16,  1942,  by  Atlantic  Pish  &  Oyster  Co.  from  Chicago, 
Ill. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part 
of  a  filthv  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Product  of  Canada  Cold 
Storage  Lot  23106  Rec’d  2  18  42.” 

On  May  9,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

FRUITS  AND  VEGETABLES 

APPLES 

3526.  Adulteration  of  apples.  U.  S.  v.  241  Boxes  of  Apples.  Default  decree  of 

condemnation  and  destruction.  (P  D.  C.  No.  6386.  Sample  No.  70225— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  contaminated  with  spray  residue 
containing  lead  and  arsenic. 

On  December  2,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Georgia  filed  a  libel  against  241  boxes  of  apples  at  Atlanta,  Ga.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  November  1,  1941,  by 
Mojonnier  &  Sons,  Inc.,  from  Wenatchee,  Wash. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adul¬ 
terated  in  that  it  bore  or  contained  added  poisonous  or  deleterious  ingredients, 
arsenic  and  lead,  which  might  have  rendered  it  injurious  to  health.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part :  “Blue  Mountain  Brand  Apples.” 

On  April  7,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 
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CITRUS  PEEL 

3527.  Adulteration  of  orange  peel  cubes.  U.  S.  v.  13  Barrels  of  Orange  Peel 

Cubes.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

6057.  Sample  No.  42764-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  insect  fragments. 

On  October  21,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  13  barrels  of  orange  peel  cubes  at  Pittsburgh, 
Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
August  29  and  September  9,  1941,  from  New  York,  N.  Y.,  by  the  National  Biscuit 
Co. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part 
of  a  filthy  substance,  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part :  “Net  450  lbs.  ♦  *  ♦  Natural  Orange  Peel  Cubes  *  ♦  *  Manu¬ 

factured  by  Orange  Products  Co.” 

On  November  25,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  decree  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3528.  Adulteration  of  tuttl  fruti  diced  mixed  fruit  peels.  U.  S.  v.  5  Cans  of 

Diced  Mixed  Fruit  Peels.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruc¬ 
tion.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6086.  Sample  No.  74075-E.) 

This  product  contained  insect  fragments  and  larvae. 

On  or  about  October  25,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District 
of  Connecticut  filed  a,  libel  against  5  60-pound  cans  of  mixed  fruit  peel  at  Bridge¬ 
port,  Conn.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  September  30,  1941,  by  Ohls  Brands  Co.  from  Jersey  City,  N.  J. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  P9.rt  of 
a  filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part :  “Tutti  Fruiti  *  *  *  Contains  Orange  Peel,  Grapefruit  Citron  Melon.” 

On  May  19,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

CANNED  FRUITS 

Nos.  8529  to  3532  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  canned  blackberries 
that  contained  mold. 

3529.  Adulteration  of  canned  blackberries.  U.  S.  v.  17  Cases  of  Canned  Black¬ 

berries.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

7410.  Sample  No.  93226-E.) 

On  April  29,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon  filed  a 
libel  against  17  cases,  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans,  of  blackberries  at  La  Grande, 
Oreg.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  October  28,  1941,  by  Interior  Grocery  Co.  from  Walla  Walla,  Wash. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Wadco  Brand 
♦  *  *  Blackberries  *  *  *  Packed  Expressly  For  Wadhams  &  Co.  Port¬ 

land  Oregon.” 

On  June  9,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3530.  Adulteration  of  canned  blackberries.  U.  S.  v.  160  Cases  of  Canned  Black¬ 

berries.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C. 

No.  7096.  Sample  No.  79189-E.) 

On  March  26,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Tennessee  filed  a  libel  against  160  cases,  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans,  of  black¬ 
berries  at  Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  on  or  about  February  4,  1942,  by  Paulus  Bros.  Packing  Co.  from 
Salem,  Oreg. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole 
or  in  part  of  a  filthy,  putrid,  or  decomposed  substance,  or  was  otherwise  unfit  fox 
consumption  as  a  food  product.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Crater 
Blue  Brand  Blackberries.” 

On  May  5,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8531.  Adulteration  of  canned  blackberries  and  canned  cherries.  U.  S.  v.  4t3 

Cartons  of  Canned  Blackberries  and  50  Cases  of  Canned  Cherries.  Decrees 

of  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  7084,  7838.  Sample  Nos.  61941-E,  63794-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  the  blackberries  contained  moldy  berries  and  that 
the  cherries*contained  worms. 
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On  March  27  and  July  1,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  District  of 
Wyoming  and  the  District  of  Idaho  filed  libels  against  43  cartons  each  containing 
6  No.  10  cans  of  blackberries  at  Cheyenne,  Wyo.,  and  50  cases  each  containing 
6  No.  10  cans  of  cherries  at  Lewiston,  Idaho,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been 
shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  March  5  and  May  29,  1942,  by  Pacific 
Fruit  &  Produce  Co.  from  Seattle,  Wash.,  and  Portland,  Oreg. ;  and  charging  that 
they  were  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  filthy  substances. 
The  articles  were  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Nation’s  Garden  Brand  Water  Pack 
Blackberries  *  *  *  Packed  For  Fine  Foods,  Inc.  Seattle  Minneapolis” ;  or 

“Mountainview  Brand  Water  Pack  Red  Sour  Pitted  Cherries  *  *  *  Packed 

By  Western  Oregon  Packing  Corp.  Corvallis  Oregon.” 

On  May  22,  1942,  Pacific  Fruit  &  Produce  Co.  having  consented  to  the  entry 
of  a  decree  of  condemnation  of  the  blackberries,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  they  were  ordered  destroyed.  On  August  12,  1942,  no  claimant  having 
appeared  for  the  cherries,  judgment  was  entered  ordering  that  they  be  destroyed. 

3532.  Atlulteration  of  canned  l»laekberries.  TJ.  S.  v,  15  Cases  and  15  Cases  of 

Canned  Blackberries.  Oefaiilt  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction. 

(F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6641.  6642.  Sample  Nos.  61579-E,  61580-E.) 

On  January  2  and  3,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  Eastern  and  the 
Western  Districts  of  Pennsylvania  filed  libels  against  15  cases,  each  containing 
6  No.  10  cans,  of  blackberries  at  Allentown,  Pa.,  and  15  cases,  each  containing 
6  No.  10  cans,  of  blackberries  at  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  October  13,  1941,  by  Washington 
Packers,  Inc.,  from  Tacoma  and  Sumner,  Wash. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Inavale  Brand  *  *  *  Blackberries.” 

On  January  28  and  February  16,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments 
of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3533.  Misbranding  of  canned  cherries.  U.  S.  v.  3G7  Cases  of  Canned  Cherries. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond 
to  be  reconditioned.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6630.  Sample  No.  72535— E.) 

This  product  was  substandard  in  quality  not  only  because  of  excessive  pits,  but 
also  because  of  low  drained  weight. 

On  January  2,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
California  filed  a  libel  against  367  cases,  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans,  of  cherries 
at  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  September  30,  1941,  by  Cherry  Products  Co.  from  Loveland, 
Colo. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Morello 
Cherries.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  it  was  in  package  forpi 
and  did  not  bear  a  label  containing  the  name  and  place  of  business  of  the  manu¬ 
facturer,  packer,  or  distributor;  (2)  in  that  it  was  in  package  form  'and  did  not 
bear  an  accurate  statement  of  the  quantity  of  contents;  (3)  in  that  it  purported 
to  be  a  food  for  which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations 
as  provided  by  law,  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  and  Its  label  did  not 
bear  in  such  manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  It  fell 
below  such  standard ;  and  (4)  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for  which  a  stand¬ 
ard  of  fill  of  container  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by  law, 
but  it  fell  below  the  standard  of  fill  of  container  applicable  thereto  and  its  label 
failed  to  bear  in  such  manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement 
that  it  fell  below  such  standard. 

On  January  21,  1942,  Reinke,  Hiller  &  Amende,  Inc.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  claim¬ 
ant,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  It  was  relabeled. 

3534.  Adulteration  of  canned  cherries.  TJ.  S.  v.  200  Cases  of  Cherries.  Consent 

decree  ordering  portion  of  product  released  to  consignee  |  remainder 
ordered  destroyed.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5769.  Sample  No.  61543— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  maggots. 

On  September  17,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Territory  of  Hawaii 
filed  a  libel  against  200  cases,  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans,  of  cherries  at  Hono¬ 
lulu,  T.  H.,  which  had  been  consigned  by  Washington  Packers,  Inc.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  August  19,  1941, 
by  Washington  Packers,  Inc.,  from  Sumner,  Wash. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  contained  maggots  and  was  in  whole  or  in  part  filthy, 
putrid,  and  decomposed  and  otherwise  unfit  for  food. 
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The  article  was  labeled  In  part:  “Inavale  Brand  Water  Pack  Pitted  Red 
Tart  Cherries.” 

On  March  19,  1942,  Washington  Packers,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel  as  to  a  portion  of  the  product,  judgment  was  entered 
ordering  that  that  portion  be  destroyed.  The  remaining  portion,  which  had  been 
found  fit  for  human  consumption  was  released  to  the  consignee  for  its  use. 

3535.  Misbranding;  of  canned  g:rapefmit.  U.  S.  v.  27%  Cases  and  10  Cases  of 

Canned  Grapefruit.  Decrees  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  delivered 
to  local  charitable  agrencies.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6885.  Sample  No.  65984— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  not  of  Fancy  quality,  as  labeled, 
because  of  the  presence  of  seeds,  badly  disintegrated  segments,  and  marked 
variation  in  the  size  of  segments  which  were  not  disintegrated. 

On  April  15  and  May  18,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of 
Colorado  filed  libels  against  37^  cases,  each  full  case  containing  24  No.  2  cans, 
of  grapefruit  at  Denver,  Colo.,  which  had  been  consigned  by  the  First  National 
Bank  of  Mission,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  September  19, 1941,  from  McAllen,  Tex. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  mis¬ 
branded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Full  O’Life  Fancy  Sections  Pink 
Grapefruit  *  ♦  *  Brough  Canning  Corporation  Mission  Texas.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  term  “Fancy”  was  false 
and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  was  not  of  Fancy  quality. 

On  April  29  and  June  5,  1942,  the  First  National  Bank  of  Mission,  Tex.,  owner 
of  the  product,  having  signed  an  acceptance  of  service  and  authorization  for 
taking  of  final  decree,  judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  delivered  to  local  charitable  agencies. 

3536.  Adulteration  of  canned  huckleberries.  U.  S.  v.  20  Cases,  118  Cases,  and  20 

Cases  of  Canned  Huckleberries.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and 
destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos.  6940,  7121,  7184.  Sample  Nos.  85349-E,  85391-E, 
93216-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  insect  larvae. 

On  February  27  and  April  2  and  9,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the 
District  of  Oregon  filed  libels  against  138  cases  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans  of 
huckleberries  at  Portland,  and  20  cases  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans  of  huckle¬ 
berries  at  Eugene,  Oreg.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  January  9,  1942,  by  Washington  Packers,  Inc.,  from  Puyal¬ 
lup,  Wash. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or 
in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “White 
Star  Brand  Huckleberries  ♦  ♦  ♦  Packed  for  General  Grocery  Company,  Inc., 

Portland,  Oregon.” 

On  April  13  and  May  11,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  con¬ 
demnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3537.  Mlsbrandiug;  of  canned  pears.  U.  S.  v.  89  Cases  of  Canned  Pears.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  delivered  to  local  charitable 
agrencles.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6875.  Sample  No.  65983— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  substandard  in  quality  because  all 
units  were  not  untrimmed  or  so  trimmed  as  to  preserve  their  normal  shape. 

On  February  17,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado 
filed  a  libel  against  89  cases,  each  containing  24  cans,  of  pears  at  Denver,  Colo., 
which  had  been  consigned  by  the  Olympia  Canning  Co.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  August  28,  1941,  from 
Olympia,  Wash. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part : 
(Cans)  “Silver  Band  Net  Weight  1  Lb.  12  Ozs.  Barlett  Pear  Halves  in  Medium 
Syrup  The  Morey  Mercantile  Company  Distributors  Denver,  Colo.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  and  was 
represented  as  a  food  for  which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by 
regulations  as  provided  by  law,  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  and  its 
label  failed  to  bear,  in  such  manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  state¬ 
ment  that  it  fell  below  such  standard. 

On  April  18, 1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  local  charitable  agencies. 
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GLACE  FRUIT 

3538.  Adulteration  of  grlace  fruit.  U.  S.  v.  217  Cases,  8  Cases,  and  7  Cases  of 

Glace  Fruit.  Consent  decree  of  eondenination.  Product  released  under 
bond  for  reconditioning:.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6088.  Sample  Nos.  22673— E,  22674— E, 
22675-E.) 

Examination  show  that  these  products  contained  rodent  hairs. 

On  October  28,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Washington  filed  a  libel  against  232  cases  of  glace  fruit  at  Spokane,  Wash., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
August  28, 1941,  by  the  L.  De  Martini  Co.  from  San  Francisco,  Calif. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance, 
and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might 
have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Roundup  Brand 
Pure  Sherry  Wine  Flavored  Diced  Glace  Fruit  Mix”  ;  or  “Glace  Pineapple  Slices 
*  *  *  Packed  for  Roundup  Grocery  Co.  Spokane,  Wash.” 

On  April  27,  1942,  L.  De  Martini  Co.,  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  claimant,  having 
consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and 
the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  reconditioned 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  The  glace  fruit 
mix  was  thoroughly  cleansed  by  washing  and  cooked  in  heavy  sirup  and  the 
glace  pineapple  slices  were  destroyed  because  reconditioning  was  unsuccessful. 

CANNED  VEGETABLES 

3539.  Adulteration  of  canned  frijolc  beans.  U.  S.  v.  16  Cases  of  Canned  Frijole 

Beans.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

7446.  Sample  No.  92316-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  that  the  chili  sauce  packing  medium  con¬ 
tained  decomposed  material,  as  evidenced  by  the  presence  of  excessive  mold. 

On  May  8,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Arizona  filed 
a  libel  against  16  cases,  each  containing  48  15-ounce  cans,  of  frijole  beans  at 
Globe,  Ariz.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
On  or  about  February  3,  1942,  by  Dowlett  Packing  Co.  from  Canutillo,  Tex. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Valley  Brand 
V  ❖  *  Frijole  Beans  With  Chili  Sauce  Packed  by  The  Valley  Canning  Company, 

Canutillo,  Texas.” 

On  June  22,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3540.  Misbranding:  of  canned  corn.  U.  S.  v.  616  Cases  of  Canned  Corn.  Consent 

decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  for  re¬ 
labeling-.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6889.  Sample  No.  87821-E.) 

This  product  was  not  of  Grade  A  quality  because  the  corn  was  too  mature. 

On  February  19,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Virginia  filed  a  libel  against  616  cases  of  canned  corn  at  Richmond,  Va.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  January  28, 
1942,  by  Edward  G.  Ruff  from  Delta,  Pa. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded  in 
that  the  statement  “Grade  A,”  appearing  on  the  label,  was  false  and  misleading 
as  applied  to  canned  corn  that  was  not  of  grade  A  quality.  It  was  labeled  in 
part :  “Reliable  White  Sweet  Shoepeg  Corn  Grade  A  Whole  Kernel.” 

On  May  2,  1942,  Edward  G.  Ruff,  claimant,  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a 
decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered 
released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3541.  Misbranding  of  canned  corn.  U.  S.  v.  171  Ca.ses  of  Canned  Corn.  Consent 

decree  ordering  product  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled.  (F.  D.  C. 

.  No.  6795.  Sample  No.  80154-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  that  it  was  not  of  Fancy  quality  because 
of  the  presence  of  hard  and  mature  kernels  and  particles  of  husk  and  cob. 

On  January  30,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Ohio  filed  a  libel  against  171  cases  of  canned  corn  at  Cleveland,  Ohio,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  January 
2,  1942,  by  the  Rossville  Packing  Co.  from  Rossville,  Ill. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  “Fancy,”  appearing  on  the  label,  was  false 
and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  that  contained  hard  and  mature  kernels  and 
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particles  of  husk  and  cob.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Weideman  Boy  Brand  Fancy 
Country  Gentleman  Corn  Cream  Style.” 

On  May  5, 1942,  tlie  Rossville  Packing  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allega¬ 
tions  of  the  libel,  judgment  was  entered  finding  the  product  misbranded  and 
ordering  that  it  be  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  relabeled  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  law. 

3542.  Adulteration  and  misbranding:  of  canned  peas.  U.  S.  v.  Eastern  Shore 

Canning:  Co.  Plea  of  nolo  contendere.  Fine,  $125.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  2936. 

Sample  Nos.  2659-E,  14356-E,  83186-E.) 

These  canned  peas  were  of  substandard  quality  and  they  were  not  labeled  to 
show  that  fact. 

On  September  11,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Virginia  filed  an  information  against  the  Eastern  Shore  Canning  Co.,  Machipongo, 
Ya.,  alleging:  (1)  That  on  or  about  July  15,  1939,  the  defendant  gave  to  Albert  W. 
SUsk  &  Son,  Preston,  Md.,  a  guaranty  that  all  food  furnished  by  the  defendant  to 
said  company  would  be  neither  misbranded  nor  adulterated  within  the  meaning  of 
the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act ;  (2)  That  vrithin  the  period  from  on  or 
about  June  3  to  on  or  about  June  8,  1940,  the  defendant  sold  and  delivered  to 
Albert  W.  Sisk  &  Son  a  quantity  of  canned  peas;  (3)  that  the  said  canned  peas 
were  introduced  by  the  purchaser  in  interstate  commerce  from  the  State  of 
Virginia  into  the  States  of  Maryland  and  Massachusetts;  and  (4)  that  the  de¬ 
fendant  in  violation  of  the  law  had  given  a  guaranty  that  was  false  since  the 
article  so  sold  and  delivered  was  (a)  adulterated  in  that  canned  peas  that  were 
substandard  in  quality  had  been  substituted  for  canned  peas  of  standard  quality, 
and  (b)  misbranded  in  that  they  purported  to  be  or  were  represented  as  canned 
peas  of  the  Alaska  or  other  smooth  skin  variety,  a  food  for  which  a  standard  of 
quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by  law,  but  their  quality 
fell  below  the  standard  so  prescribed  since  their  alcohol-insoluble  solids  were  more 
than  23.5  percent  and  the  label  did  not  bear  in  such  manner  and  form  as  the 
regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  the  food  fell  below  such  standard. 

The  information  alleged  further  that  the  defendant  on  or  about  June  5,  6,  and 
14,  1940,  had  delivered  the  said  canned  peas,  adulterated  and  misbranded  as 
described  in  the  preceding  paragraph,  for  introduction  in  interstate  commerce 
from  the  State  of  Virginia  into  the  States  of  Massachusetts  and  Pennsylvania. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Virginia’s  Best  [or  “Escco  Brand”]  Early  June 
Peas.  Contents  1  Lb.  4  Ozs.  Packed  by  Eastern  Shore  Canning  Co.” 

On  November  13,  1941,  a  plea  of  nolo  contendere  having  been  entered  on  behalf 
of  the  defendant,  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $125. 

3543.  Misbranding:  of  canned  peas.  U.  S.  v.  371  Cases  of  Canned  Peas.  Consent 

decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  for  re¬ 
labeling-  upon  deposit  of  collateral.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  3896.  Sample  No. 

50659-E.) 

This  product  was  substandard  in  quality  because  the  skins  of  more  than  25 
percent  of  the  peas  in  the  container  were  ruptured,  and  the  alcohol-insoluble 
solids  of  the  peas  were  more  than  23.5  percent. 

On  February  28,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Virginia  filed  a  libel  against  371  cases  of  canned  peas  at  Culpeper,  Va.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  July  2,  1940, 
by  Wm.  Silver  &  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Lineboro,  Md. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  mis¬ 
branded.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Just  Suits  Brand  Early  June  Peas.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for 
which  a  standard  of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by 
law  but  its  quality  fell  below  such  standard  and  its  label  did  not  bear  in  such 
manner  and  form  as  the  regulations  specify,  a  statement  that  it  fell  below  such 
standard. 

On  August  14,  1941,  Wm.  Silver  &  Co.,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  alle¬ 
gations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered,  and  the  product  was 
ordered  released  upon  deposit  of  cash  collateral  conditioned  that  it  be  relabeled 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3544.  Misbranding  of  canned  peas.  U.  S.  v.  224  Cases  of  Canned  Peas.  Default 

decree  of  forfeiture.  Product  ordered  delivered  to  charitable  institutions. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  6973.  Sample  No.  79624-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  not  of  Fancy  quality  because  the 
peas  were  too  old.  The  label  did  not  bear  the  varietal  name  of  the  peas,  Early 
June. 
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On  March  4,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Indiana  filed  a  libel  against  224  cases  of  canned  peas  at  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  alleg¬ 
ing  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  August 
5  and  16,  1941,  by  Clyman  Canning  Co.  from  Clyman,  Wis. ;  and  charging  that 
it  was  misbranded  in  that  the  term  “Fancy”  appearing  on  the  label  was  false  and 
misleading  as  applied  to  said  article,  since  it  was  not  Fancy  because  the  peas 
were  too  old ;  and  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for  which  a  definition  and 
standard  of  identity  had  been  prescribed  by  law,  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  the 
name  of  the  optional  ingredient,  i.  e..  “Early.”  “June,”  or  “Early  June.”  It  was 
labeled  in  part :  “Hoosier  Poet  Brand  Fancy  Extra  Sifted  Peas  *  *  *  Packed 

For  M.  O’Connor  &  Co.  Indianapolis,  Ind.” 

On  May  4,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  forfeiture  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  charitable  institutions. 

3545.  Misbranding  of  ctinned  peas.  U.  S.  v.  449  Cases  of  Canned  Peas.  Consent 

decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be 
relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6945.  Sample  No.  84541-E.) 

This  product  was  not  of  Fancy  quality  because  the  peas  were  too  mature. 

On  February  26,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  against  449  cases  of  canned  peas  at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  September 
15,  1941,  by  Marshfield  Canning  Co.  from  Marshfield,  Wis. ;  and  charging  that 
it  was  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  “Fancy,”  appearing  on  the  label,  was 
false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  canned  peas  that  were  not  of  Fancy  quality. 
It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Progresso  Brand  Fancy  Tender  Garden  Sweet  Peas.” 

On  June  3,  1942,  the  Uddo  &  Taormina  Co.,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and 
the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  relabeled 
in  compliance  with  the  law. 

3546.  Adulteration  of  canned  spinacli.  U.  S.  v.  3112  Cases  of  Splnacb.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7133.  Sample  No. 
83719-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  insect  fragments  and  larvae. 

On  April  8,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Louisi¬ 
ana  filed  a  libel  against  312  cases,  each  containing  24  No.  2  cans,  of  spinach 
at  New  Orleans,  La.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  October  26,  1941,  by  the  Good  Canning  Co.  from  Fort  Smith, 
Ark. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part 
of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Iona  Spinach 
Standard  Quality  *  «  *  The  Great  Atlantic  &  Pacific  Tea  Co.,  New  York, 

N.  Y.,  Distributors.” 

On  May  21,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3547.  Adulteration  of  canned  turnip  greens.  U.  S.  v.  33  Cases,  49  Cases,  and  46 

Cases  of  Canned  Turnip  Greens.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and 
destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos,  7111,  7163,  7348.  Sample  Nos.  70801-E,  70821-E, 
70823-E.  70829-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  cockleburs. 

On  April  1,  8,  and  15,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  Northern  and 
the  Middle  Districts  of  Georgia  filed  libels  against  81  cases  each  containing  24 
cans  of  turnip  greens  at  Atlanta,  and  46  cases  each  containing  24  cans  of  turnip 
greens  at  Columbus,  Ga.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  December  1  and  8,  1941,  and  February  10,  1942,  by  Alabama 
Products  Canning  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Roanoke,  Ala. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adul¬ 
terated  in  that  it  contained  an  added  deleterious  substance,  cockleburs,  which 
might  have  rendered  it  injurious  to  health.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part: 
(Cans)  “Morris  Brand  Turnip  Greens  Contents  1  Lb.  2  Oz.  [or  “1  Lb.  11  Oz.”J.” 

On  May  1  and  16,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  condemna¬ 
tion  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3548.  Adulteration  of  canned  turiiiip  greens.  U.  S.  v.  1.50  Cases  and  5  Cases  of 

Canned  Turnip  Greens  (and  3  other  seizure  actions  against  turnip 
greens).  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C. 

Nos.  7469,  7530,  7603.  Sample  Nos.  48681-E,  70562-E,  70580-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  insect-infested. 

On  or  about  May  8  and  20  and  June  4,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the 
Southern  District  of  Florida  filed  libels  against  150  cases  each  containing  6  cans 
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and  5  cases  each  containing  24  cans  of  turnip  greens  at  Orlando,  104  cases  each 
containing  24  cans  of  turnip  greens  at  Tampa,  and  101  cases  each  containing  24 
cans  of  turnip  greens  at  Jacksonville,  Fla.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  November  24, 
1941,  to  on  or  about  March  31,  1942,  by  the  Concord  Corporation  from  Cairo,  Ga. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Crine’s  Quality  Turnip  Greens 
Contents  6  Lbs.  2  Ozs.  [or  “1  Lb.  11  Oz.”  or  “1  Lb.  2  Ozs.”].” 

On  June  5  and  26  and  July  9,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments 
of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

TOMATOES  AND  TOMATO  PRODUCTS 

3549.  Adulteration  and  misbrandingr  of  canned  toniatoe.s.  U.  S.  v.  1,000  Cases 
and  2,200  Cases  of  Canned  Tomatoes.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation. 
Product  ordered  released  under  bond  for  segrregation  and  destruction 
of  unfit  portion  and  relabeling  of  remainder.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6327,  6363, 
6364,  6365.  Sample  Nos.  67501-E,  67502-E,  6750.3-E,  67119-E,  67120-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  substandard,  that  a  portion  was 
short  weight,  and  that  a  portion  was  in  part  decomposed. 

On  December  10,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Oklahoma  filed  libels  against  1,000  cases  of  canned  tomatoes  at  Ada,  Okla.,  600 
cases  at  Hugo,  Okla.,  and  1,600  cases  at  McAlester,  Okla.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about 
September  1,  1941,  to  on  or  about  September  19,  1941,  by  Smith  Canning  Co.  from 
Prairie  Grove  and  Fayetteville,  Ark. ;  and  charging  that  it  wms  misbranded  and 
that  a  portion  was  also  adulterated.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Cowboy  Tomatoes 
Contents  1  Lb.  3  Oz.  Hale-Halsell  Company  Distributors  *  *  *  McAlester, 

Okla.” 

A  portion  of  the  article  (2,200  cases)  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  said  portion  was 
alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for  which  a  standard 
of  quality  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by  law  and  its  quality 
fell  below  such  standard  because  the  drained  weight,  as  determined  by  the 
method  prescribed  in  the  standard,  was  less  than  50  percent  of  the  weight  of  water 
required  to  fill  the  container  and  its  label  failed  to  bear  in  such  manner  and  form 
as  such  regulations  specify  a  statement  that  it  fell  below  such  standard. 

The  remaining  1,000  cases  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  state¬ 
ment  “Contents  1  Lb.  3  Oz.”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article 
that  was  short  weight;  (2)  in  that  the  article  was  in  package  form  and  failed  to 
bear  a  label  containing  an  accurate  statement  of  the  quantity  of  contents;  and 
(3)  in  that  it  purported  to  be  a  food  for  which  a  standard  of  fill  of  container  had 
been  prescribed  by  regulation  as  provided  by  law  and  fell  below  such  standard, 
since  the  fill  of  container  was  less  than  90  percent  of  the  total  capacity  of  the 
container,  and  its  label  failed  to  bear,  in  manner  and  form  as  specified  by  law,  a 
statement  that  it  fell  below  such  standard. 

On  February  7,  1942,  the  Hale-Halsell  Company,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libels,  and  the  cases  having  been  consolidated,  judgment  of 
condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond 
conditioned  that  it  be  destroyed  or  brought  into  compliance  with  the  law  under 
the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  On  May  12,  1942,  the 
1,000  cases  that  were  misbranded  only,  having  been  brought  into  compliance  with 
the  law,  were  ordered  delivered  to  the  claimant. 

Nos.  3550  to  3569  report  actions  based  on  interstate  shipment  of  tomato 
products  that  contained  decomposed  material,  as  evidenced  by  the  presence  of 
excessive  mold. 

3550.  Adulteration  of  tomato  catsup,  tomato  puree,  and  tomato  paste.  U  S.  v. 

Ivan  C.  Morgan  (Morgan  Paclclng  Co.).  Plea  of  guilty.  Fine,  $400. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  5537.  Sample  Nos.  42237-E,  42714-E.  47147-E,  47421-E,  56581-E, 
56584-E,  5373-E,  5375-E.) 

On  April  10,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Indiana  filed  an  information  against  Ivan  C.  Morgan,  trading  as  Morgan  Packing 
Co.  at  Austin,  Ind.,  alleging  shipment  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  August  6, 
1940,  to  on  or  about  March  5,  1941,  from  the  State  of  Indiana  into  the  States  of 
New  York,  Ohio,  Illinois,  Kentucky,  and  Tennessee  of  quantities  of  tomato  catsup, 
tomato  puree,  and  tomato  paste  that  were  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  decomposed  substances.  The  articles  were  labeled  variously : 
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“American  Beauty  Brand  Tomato  Catsup”  ;  “Cream  Brand  Tomato  Catsup  Packed 
For  Mahoning  Valley  Flour  Co.  Youngstown,  Ohio” ;  “Scott  Co.  Brand  Tomato 
Puree” ;  “Kenmore  *  *  *  Tomato  Catsup  Packed  For  John  Sexton  &  Co. 

Distributors  Chicago-Brooklyn  Established  1883”;  “Bel  Paese  Brand  Tomato 
Paste”;  and  “Columbus  Tomato  Puree  *  *  h*  Packed  by  Columbus  Packing 

Co.,  Columbus,  Ind.” 

On  April  20,  1942,  the  defendant  having  entered  a  plea  of  guilty,  the  court 
imposed  a  fine  of  $400. 

3551.  Adulteration  of  tomato  ketchup.  U.  S.  v.  78  Cases  of  Ketchup.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7168.  Sample  No. 
87158-E.) 

On  April  8,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia  filed 
a  libel  against  78  cases,  each  containing  24  bottles,  of  tomato  ketchup  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on 
or  about  February  23,  1942,  by  Hirsch  Bros.  &  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Louisville,  Ky. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Bottles)  “14  Oz.  Avd. 
Paramount  Oyster  Hot  Ketchup.” 

On  May  8,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3552.  Adulteration  of  tomato  catsup.  U.  S.  v.  29  Cases,  1,400  Cases,  and  1,218 

Cases  of  Tomato  Catsup.  Default  decrees  of  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos. 

6755,  7346,  7425.  Sample  Nos.  73206-E,  73212-E,  86604-E.) 

On  January  28,  April  15,  and  May  7,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the 
Northern  District  of  Illinois  and  the  Western  District  of  Missouri  filed  libels 
against  29  cases  each  containing  24  14-ounce  bottles  of  tomato  catsup  at  Chicago, 
Ill.,  and  2,618  cases  each  containing  24  14-ounce  bottles  of  tomato  catsup  at 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  August  22,  1941,  and  March  21  and  April  7,  1942,  by  Summit 
Packing  Co.  from  La  Porte  and  Wellsboro,  Ind. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adul¬ 
terated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Bottles)  “Pagin’s  *  *  *  Tomato  Catsup,”  or 

“Lady  Clare  Brand  Tomato  Catsup.” 

On  April  24  and  June  27,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  were 
entered  ordering  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

3553.  Adulteration  of  tomato  cat.sup.  U.  S.  v.  920  Cases  of  Tomato  Catsup  (and 

8  other  seizure  actions  ag^ainst  tomato  catsup) .  Cases  ordered  eonsoli- 
dated.  Consent  decrees  of  condemnation  entered  and  product  ordered 
released  under  bond.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6309  to  6.313,  ind.,  6372,  6387,  6388, 
6546.  Sample  Nos.  62995-E,  71141-E,  71142-E,  79241-E,  79242-E,  79321-E, 
79322-E,  79543-E,  79544-E,  79742-E.) 

Between  November  28  and  December  17,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys  for 
the  Southern  District  of  Ohio,  the  Northern  District  of  Ohio,  the  Eastern  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Michigan,  and  the  Eastern  District  of  Missouri  filed  libels  against  1,069 
cases  of  tomato  catsup  at  Cincinnati,  704  cases  at  Cleveland,  and  1,832  cases  at 
Toledo,  Ohio ;  1,498  cases  at  Detroit,  Mich.,  and  582  cases  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  alleg¬ 
ing  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period 
from  on  or  about  September  7  to  on  or  about  November  26,  1941,  by  G.  S.  Sup- 
piger  Co.  from  Mount  Summit,  Ind.,  and  Collinsville,  Ill. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  sub¬ 
stance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part  variously :  “Brooks  Tabasco  Flavor 
Catsup” ;  “Brooks  Old  Original  Catsup” ;  or  “Highland  Brand  Tomato  Catsup 
*  *  *  Distributed  By  Associated  Grocers  St.  Louis,  Mo.” 

On  March  14,  1942,  the  G.  S.  Suppiger  Co.  having  appeared  as  claimant,  an 
order  was  entered  in  the  Southern  District  of  Ohio  consolidating  all  cases  for  final 
disposition  in  that  district.  On  July  18,  1942,  the  claimant  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libels,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  for  segregation  and  destruction,  under  the  super¬ 
vision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  of  all  portions  that  failed  to  com¬ 
ply  with  the  law. 

3554.  Adulteration  of  tomato  Juice.  U.  S.  v.  248  Cases  of  Tomato  Juice.  Decree 

of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7012.  Sample  No.  89058— E.) 

On  March  12,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  New 
York  filed  a  libel  against  248  cases  of  tomato  juice  at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  alleging  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  January  28  and 
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February  5,  6  and  9,  1942,  by  Francis  C.  Stokes  Co.,  from  Yincentown,  N.  J. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  de¬ 
composed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Tomato  Juice  Sweet  Life 

*  *  *  Distributed  by  Sweet  Life  Food  Corp.  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.” 

On  May  21,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3555.  Adulteration  of  tomato  paste.  U.  S.  v.  24  Cases  and  48  Cases  of  Tomato 

Paste.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos. 

7387,  7482.  Sample  Nos.  23886-E,  64870-E.) 

On  April  24  and  May  8,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Pennsylvania  filed  libels  against  72  cases,  each  containing  100  cans,  of  to¬ 
mato  paste  at  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  on  or  about  February  28  and  April  14,  1942,  by  Harcourt,  Greene 
Co.  from  Alameda,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  con¬ 
sisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in 
part;  (Cans)  “Contadina  Pure  With  Sweet  Basil  Tomato  Paste  Net  Wt.  6  Oz. 

*  *  *  Packed  by  Heishel  Cal.‘  Fruit  Prod.  Co.  San  .Jose,  Calif.” 

On  June  5  and  il,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  condem¬ 
nation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3556.  Adulteration  of  tomato  paste.  U.  S.  v.  185  Cases  of  Tomato  Paste.  Por¬ 

tion  of  product  condemned  and  ordered  destroyed.  Remainder  ordered 
released.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  60;;7.  Sample  No.  81548— E.) 

On  February  27,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado 
filed  a  libel 'against  185  cases  each  containing  100  6-ounce  cans  of  tomato  paste 
at  Denver,  Colo.,  which  had  been  consigned  by  Italian  Food  Products  Co.,  Inc., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
October  28  and  November  18,  1941,  from  Long  Beach,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that 
it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  sub¬ 
stance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Campania  Brand  =•=  *  *  Tomato 

Paste.” 

On  June  1,  1942,  the  West  Coast  Packing  Corporation,  claimant,  having  admit¬ 
ted  that  a  portion  of  the  article  (37  cases)  was  adulterated  and  the  court  having 
found  that  the  said  37  cases  were  adulterated  but  that  the  allegations  of  the  libel 
had  not  been  sustained  with  respect  to  the  remainder,  judgment  was  entered 
condemning  and  ordering  destruction  of  the  former  portion  and  ordering  release 
of  the  latter. 

3557.  Adulteration  of  tomato  paste.  U.  S.  v.  254  Cases  and  149  Cases  of  Tomato 

Paste.  Decrees  of  condemnation.  Portion  of  product  ordered  destroyed; 
remainder  ordered  released  under  bond  for  segreg^atlon  and  destruction 
of  unlit  portion.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6756,  6949.  Sample  Nos.  23574— E,  23759— E.) 

On  or  about  February  4,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  lor  the  Western  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Missouri  filed  a  libel  against  254  cases  of  tomato  paste  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  January  8,  1942,  by  the  Safeway  Stores,  Inc.,  through  Howard  Terminal, 
from  Oakland,  Calif.  On  February  27,  1942,  a  libel  was  filed  in  the  District  of 
Colorado  against  149  cases  of  tomato  paste  at  Pueblo,  Colo.,  which  had  been 
consigned  by  the  Safeway  Stores,  Inc.,  through  the  Howard  Terminal,  from  Oak¬ 
land,  Calif.,  alleging  that  it  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
February  4,  1942,  from  Oakland,  Calif.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Mat- 
tina  Brand  Tomato  Paste  *  *  *  Packed  by  Manteca  Canning  Co.  Manteca, 

Calif.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part 
of  a  decomposed  substance. 

On  March  23,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  lot  seized  at  Kansas 
City,  Mo.,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered 
destroyed.  On  April  18,  1942,  the  Manteca  Canning  Co.,  Manteca,  Calif.,  claim¬ 
ant  for  the  lot  seized  at  Denver,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel, 
judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released 
Linder  bond  for  segregation  and  destruction  of  the  unfit  portion  under  the  super¬ 
vision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3558.  Adulteration  of  tomato  paste.  U.  S.  v.  74  Ca.ses  of  Tomato  Paste.  Consent 

decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be 
reconditioned.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6888.  Sample  No.  95081-E.) 

On  February  19,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  thv?  Western  District  of 
Washington  filed  a  libel  against  74  cases,  each  containing  100  cans,  of  tomato 
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paste  at  Seattle,  Wash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  February  5,  1942,  by  Schwabacher  Bros.  &  Co.,  Inc.,  from 
Oakland,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part: 
(Cans)  “Flotta  Brand  Extra  Fancy  Pure  Tomato  Paste  Net  Weight  6^/4  Oz. 
Packed  By  Flotill  Products  Incorporated  Stockton  California.” 

On  March  20,  1942,  Flotill  Products,  Inc.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned  under  the  supervision  of 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  The  unfit  portion  was  segregated  and 
destroyed. 

3559.  Adulteration  of  tomato  puree.  U.  S.  v.  Crampton  Canneries,  Inc.  Plea  of 

nolo  contendere.  Judg'ment  of  s'ulltyj  fine,  $100.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6405. 

Sample  Nos.  47482-E,  47483-E,  58209-E.) 

On  February  28,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Ohio  filed  an  information  against  Crampton  Canneries,  Inc.,  Celina,  Ohio, 
alleging  shipment  on  or  about  May  10,  16,  and  20,  1941,  from  the  State  of  Ohio 
into  the  States  of  Illinois  and  Minnesota  of  quantities  of  tomato  puree  which 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  sub¬ 
stance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Ferndell  [or  “Richelieu”]  Brand  Puree 
of  Tomatoes  Purity  Pioneers  *  *  *  Distributed  by  Sprague  Warner  & 

Company,  Chicago,  Ill.” ;  or  “Crampton  Canneries  Tomato  Puree.” 

On  May  20,  1942,  a  plea  of  nolo  contendere  having  been  entered,  the  court 
found  the  defendant  guilty  and  imposed  a  fine  of  $100  and  costs. 

3560.  Adulteration  of  tomato  puree.  U.  S.  v.  Ladog-a  Canning  Co.  Plea  of  guilty. 

Fine,  $300.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5520.  Sample  Nos.  47249-E,  47250-E,  47414-E.) 

On  April  10,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Indiana  filed  an  information  against  Ladoga  Canning  Co.,  a  corporation,  Ladoga, 
Ind.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  February  10  and  26  and  March  3,  1941,  from 
the  State  of  Indiana  into  the  State  of  Illinois  of  quantities  of  tomato  puree 
which  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed 
substance.  Portions  of  the  article  were  labeled  in  part :  “Barco  Brand  *  *  * 

Tomato  Puree.” 

On  June  19,  1942,  the  defendant  having  entered  a  plea  of  guilty,  the  court 
imposed  a  fine  of  $300. 

3561.  Adulteration  of  tomato  puree.  U.  S.  v.  384  Cases  of  Tomato  Puree.  De¬ 

fault  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7166.  Sample 

No.  80399-E.) 

On  April  7,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  Ohio 
filed  a  libel  against  384  cases,  each  containing  48  10l^-ounce  cans,  of  tomato 
puree  at  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  which  had  been  consigned  on  or  about  February  4 
and  5,  1942,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
by  Fall  Creek  Canning  Co.  from  Pendleton,  Ind. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Honey  Grove  Tomato  Puree  *  *  ♦ 

White  Villa  Grocers,  Inc.  Distributors  (Cincinnati,  Ohio  Dayton,  Ohio.” 

On  May  19,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3562.  Adulteration  of  tomato  pulp.  TJ.  S.  v.  1,000  Cases  of  Tomato  Pulp.  Consent 

decree  of  condemnation.  Untit  portion  of  product  ordered  destroyed; 

remainder  ordered  delivered  to  a  local  charitable  agency.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

7148.  Sample  No.  73050— E.) 

On  April  4,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Nebraska 
filed  a  libel  against  1,000  cases  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans  of  tomato  pulp  at 
Nebraska  City,  Nebr.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  January  6,  1942,  by  the  Kaysville  Canning  Corporation 
from  Barnes,  Utah ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 

On  June  3,  1942,  no  claim  having  been  entered  for  the  product  and  the  court 
having  found  that  a  portion  identified  by  certain  codes  was  fit  for  human 
consumption,  it  was  ordered  that  the  good  portion  be  segregated  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  and  delivered  to  a  local 
charitable  agency,  and  that  the  unfit  portion  be  destroyed. 
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3563.  Adulteration  of  tomato  puree.  U.  S.  v.  88  Cases  of  Tomato  Puree.  Default 

deeree  of  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7122,  Sample  No.  79651— E.) 

On  March  30,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Kentucky  filed  a  libel  against  88  cases,  each  containing  48  10%-ounce  cans,  of 
tomato  puree  at  Louisville,  Ky.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in 
interstate  commerce  on  or  about  January  16,  1942,  by  Kenneth  N.  Rider  Co., 
Inc.,  from  Trafalgar,  Ind. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Red  Gold  Brand  Indiana  Tomato  Puree.” 

On  June  18,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  was  entered  order¬ 
ing  that  the  product  be  destroyed.  • 

3564.  Adulteration  of  tomato  puree.  U.  S.  v.  150  Cases  of  Tomato  Puree.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7117.  Sample  No. 

8527  7-E.) 

This  product  contained  insect  fragments  as  well  as  excessive  mold. 

On  March  31,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Washington  filed  a  libel  against  150  cases,  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans, 
of  tomato  puree  at  Spokane,  Wash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  November  19,  1941,  by  the  Royal  Canning 
Co.  from  Ogden,  Utah ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  con¬ 
sisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  and  decomposed  substance.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Falls  Brand  *  *  *  Whole  Tomato  Puree 

Packed  for  Roundup  Grocery  Co.  Spokane,  Washington.” 

On  May  28,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3565.  Adulteration  of  tomato  puree.  U.  S.  v.  100  Cases  of  Tomato  Puree.  Con¬ 

sent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  denatured  and  sold  for 

animal  food  or  destroyed.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6882.  Sample  No.  65997— E.) 

On  February  17,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Colo¬ 
rado  filed  a  libel  against  100  cases  each  containing  6  No.  10  cans  of  tomato 
puree,  at  Denver,  Colo.,  which  had  been  consigned  by  the  Royal  Canning  Corpora¬ 
tion,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipijed  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  September  27, 1941,  from  Perry,  Utah ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated 
in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part :  (Cans)  “Gateway  Brand  *  *  *  Tomato  Puree  *  *  * 

Perry  Canning  Co.  Perry,  Utah  Packers  and  Distributors.” 

On  February  26,  1942,  Perry  Canning  Co.  having  signed  an  acceptance  of 
service  and  authorization  for  taking  of  final  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  sold  as  animal  food  on  condition  that 
it  be  denatured  by  the  purchaser,  otherwise  that  it  be  destroyed. 

3566.  Adulteration  of  tomato  puree.  U.  S.  v.  395  Cases  of  Tomato  Puree.  De¬ 

fault  decree  of  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7107.  Sample  No.  79650— E.) 

On  March  27,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Kentucky  filed  a  libel  against  395  cases,  each  containing  24  No.  2  cans,  of  tomato 
puree  at  Louisville,  Ky.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  March  10,  1942,  by  St.  Marys  Packing  Co.  from  Delphos, 
Ohio;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Puree 
of  Dinner  Club  Indiana  Hand  Packed  Tomatoes  Packed  Fresh  From  The  Field  By 
Noblesville  Canning  Company,  Inc.  Noblesville,  Ind.” 

On  June  18,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  was  entered  ordering 
That  the  product  be  destroyed. 

356T.  Adulteration  of  tomato  puree.  U.  S.  v.  72  Cases  of  Tomato  Puree.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  tle.struction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6738.  Sample  No. 

69091-E.) 

On  January  19,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
filed  a  libel  against  72  cases  of  tomato  puree  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  December  15, 1941, 
by  A.  W.  Sisk  &  Son  from  Salem,  N.  .1. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in 
that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  It  was  labeled 
in  part :  “O.  K.  Brand  Tomato  Puree  *  *  *  Packed  By  Fogg  &  Hires  Co. 

Salem,  N.  J.” 

On  February  12,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 
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8568.  Adalteratlon  of  tomato  puree.  U.  S.  v.  1,496  Cans  of  Tomato  Puree.  Con¬ 
sent  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction  with  provision  for  release 
under  bond  for  segreg-atlon  of  lit  from  unfit.  Product  ultimately 
destroyed.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5804.  Sample  No.  48902-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  that  it  contained  viable  micro-organisms 
and  that  a  substantial  percentage  of  the  cans  were  swelled,  which  is  an  indi¬ 
cation  of  spoilage. 

On  or  about  September  25,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern 
District  of  Georgia  filed  a  libel  against  1,496  unlabeled  6-gallon  cans  of  tomato 
puree  at  Augusta,  Ga.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  August  26,  1941,  by  Albert  W.  Sisk  &  Son  from  Quinton, 
N.  J. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or 
in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 

On  October  25,  1941,  the  Salem  County  Canners,  Inc.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  that  a  portion  of  the  article  was  adulterated  as  alleged,  judgment  of 
condemnation  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  destroyed, 
the  decree  providing,  however,  that  the  claimant  might  take  the  product  down 
under  bond  conditioned  that  the  fit  and  unfit  be  separated  and  the  unfit 
destroyed.  On  April  22,  1942,  on  representation  by  the  United  States  attorney 
that  no  action  had  been  taken  by  the  claimant,  the  court  ordered  that  the 
claimant  appear  on  May  2,  1942,  and  show  cause  why  its  claim  should  not  be 
dismissed  for  lack  of  prosecution.  On  May  2,  1942,  the  claimant  having  pre¬ 
sented  no  reason  why  its  claim  should  not  be  dismissed,  judgment  of  destruc¬ 
tion  was  entered. 

3569.  Adulteration  of  spaghetti  sauce.  U.  S.  v.  13^  Cases  and  12  Cases  of 

Spaghetti  Sauce.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  -destruction. 

(F.  D.  C.  Nos.  7128,  7363.  Sample  Nos.  64937-E,  64947-E.) 

On  March  31  and  April  15,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western 
District  of  Pennsylvania  filed  libels  against  2514  cases,  each  full  case  con¬ 
taining  24  cans,  of  spaghetti  sauce  at  Erie,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  March  5,  1942,  by  Ragu 
Packing  Oo.  from  Rochester,  N.  Y. ;  and  charing  that  it  was  adulterated  in 
that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans.)  “Ragu’  Brand  Contents  10l^  Ozs.  ♦  *  *  Ital¬ 

ian  Style  Spaghetti — Sauce.” 

On  May  13  and  19,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  con¬ 
demnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3570.  Adulteration  of  canned  tomato  soup.  U.  S.  v.  119  Cases  of  Tomato  Soup. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7097. 
Sample  No.  85469-E.) 

This  product  contained  worm  and  insect  fragments. 

On  March  31,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon 
filed  a  libel  against  119  cases,  each  containing  24  cans,  of  tomato  soup  at 
Portland,  Oreg.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  February  3,  1942,  by  the  Surety  Sales  Co.  from  Los  Angeles, 
Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “Calbart 
Brand  Tomato  Soups  ♦  *  *  l  Lb.  12  Oz.  Packed  By  California  Federation 
of  Cooperatives  *  *  ♦  Bell  Co-operative  Cannery,  Bell,  California.” 

On  June  9,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

OTHER  FRUIT  AND  VEGETABLE  PRODUCTS 

3571.  Adulteration  of  apple  butter.  U.  S.  v.  77  Cases  of  Apple  Butter.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6125.  Sample 
No.  67673-E.) 

This  product  contained  rodent  hairs  and  insect  fragments. 

On  or  about  November  21,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern 
District  of  Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  77  cases  of  apple  butter  at  Murphysboro, 
Ill.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  transported  in  interstate  commerce  on 
or  about  May  7  and  September  10,  1941,  by  the  Daniel  Grocer  Co.  from  the 
Salomo  Food  Products  Co.  of  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to  the  place  of  business  of  the 
Daniel  Grocer  Co.,  Murphysboro,  Ill. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in 
that  it  contained  rodent  hairs  and  insect  fragments;  and  in  that  it  had  been 
prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  con¬ 
taminated.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Jars)  “Trust  Me  Brand  Pure 
Apple  Butter.” 
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On  January  3,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


3572.  Adulteration  an<l  misbranding  of  preserves.  U.  S.  v.  118  Cases  of  Pre¬ 

serves.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  delivered  to 
a  charitable  institution.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5601.  Sample  Nos.  63234-E  to 
53238-E,  incl.) 

Analysis  showed  that  most  of  these  preserves  were  deficient  in  fruit  and 
soluble  solids,  the  remainder  deficient  in  fruit  alone. 

On  September  3,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Arizona 
filed  a  libel  against  118  cases  of  preserves  at  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  alleging  that  the 
articles  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from  on 
or  about  March  19,  1941,  to  June  20,  1941,  by  Kopper  Kettle  Preserving  Co. 
and  General  Grocery  Co.  from  Los  Angeles,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  they 
were  adulterated  and  misbranded.  They  were  labeled  in  part:  “Kopper  Kettle 
Brand  Pure  Strawberry  [or  other  fruit]  Preserves.” 

The  articles  were  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  imitation  strawberry, 
blackberry,  cherry,  and  red  raspberry  preserves,  deficient  in  fruit  and  soluble 
solids,  and  imitation  apricot  and  peach  preserves  deficient  in  fruit,  had  been 
substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  strawberry,  blackberry,  cherry,  red  raspberry, 
apricot,  and  peach  preserves. 

The  articles  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  names  “Pure 
Strawberry  Preserves,”  “Pure  Apricot  Preserves,”  “Pure  Blackberry  Preserves,” 
“Pure  Cherry  Preserves,”  “Pure  Peach  Preserves,”  and  “Pure  Red  Raspberry 
Preserves,”  were  false  and  misleading;  (2)  in  that  they  were  imitations  of 
other  foods  and  their  labels  failed  to  bear,  in  type  of  uniform  size  and 
prominence,  the  word  “imitation”  and,  immediately  thereafter,  the  name  of 
the  food  imitated;  and  (3)  in  that  they  purported  to  be  foods  for  which 
definitions  and  standards  of  identity  had  been  prescribed  by  regulations  as 
provided  by  law  and  they  failed  to  conform  to  such  definition  and  standard. 

On  January  27,  1942,  certain  preserves  which  had  been  seized  but  were  not 
covered  by  the  libel  were  ordered  delivered  to  the  claimant,  the  Kopper  Kettle 
Preserving  Co.,  and  on  May  22,  1942,  judgment  was  entered  condemning  the 
remainder  and  ordering  the  preserves  delivered  to  a  charitable  institution. 

3573.  Adulteration  of  pepper  sauce.  U.  S.  v.  25  Ca.ses  and  4  Cases  of  Pepper 

Sauce.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

7356.  Sample  No.  35130-E.) 

This  product  contained  insect  fragments  and  nondescript  dirt. 

On  April  18,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Mississippi  filed  a  libel  against  25  cases  each  containing  36  3-ounce  bottles 
and  4  cases  each  containing  24  6-ounce  bottles  of  pepper  sauce  at  Gulfport,  Miss., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
January  13,  1942,  by  Fortier  &  Brown  from  New  Orleans,  La. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy 
substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part:  (Bottles)  “Bruce’s  Louisiana  Hot  Pepper  Sauce  *  *  *  Bruce’s 

Food  Products  Co.,  New  Iberia,  La.” 

On  June  2,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3574.  Adulteration  and  misbranding:  of  pickles  and  adulteration  of  pickle  relish. 

U.  S.  V.  25  Cases  of  Pickles  and  35  Cases  of  Pickle  Relish.  Default  de¬ 
crees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos.  7024,  7025.  Sample 
Nos.  86533-E,  86539-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  these  products  contained  insect  fragments  and  hairs 
resembling  rodent  hairs;  the  pickle  relish  contained  sand,  and  the  pickles  were 
dirty  and  discolored  from  soil  or  sand  rubhed  into  the  skin.  The  pickles  con¬ 
tained  little,  if  any,  wine ;  and  the  statement  of  the  quantity  of  contents  did 
not  express  the  number  of  the  largest  unit  contained  in  the  package,  namely, 
1  quart. 

On  March  13,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Wis¬ 
consin  filed  libels  against  25  cases  each  containing  12  32-ounce  jars  of  pickles 
and  35  cases  each  containing  12  8-fluid-ounce  tumblers  of  pickle  relish  at  Mil¬ 
waukee,  Wis.,  alleging  that  the  articles  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  February  13  and  17,  1942,  by  Manhattan  Pickle  Co.  from  Chicago, 
Ill. ;  and  charging  that  they  were  adulterated  and  that  the  pickles  were  also 
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•  misbranded.  The  articles  were  labeled  in  ijart :  (Pickles,  jars)  “Wine  Cured 
Pickles  *  *  *  [design  of  bunch  of  grapes  and  a  pickle]”;  (pickle  relish, 
tumblers)  “Century  Brand  Garden  Relish  *  •  *  Distributed  by  Century 
Food  Sales  Milwaukee,  Wis.” 

The  articles  were  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted  in  whole  or  In 
part  of  filthy  substances.  The  pickle  relish  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  further 
in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have 
become  contaminated  with  filth. 

The  pickles  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  “Wine  Cured” 
and  the  design  of  a  bunch  of  grapes  were  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an 
article  containing  little,  if  any,  wine;  and  in  that  it  was  in  package  form  and 
did  not  bear  a  statement  of  the  quantity  of  contents  expressed  in  terms  of  the 
largest  unit  in  the  package. 

On  April  28,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  condemnation 
were  entered  and  the  products  were  ordered  destroyed.' 

3575.  Adulteration  of  sweet  relish.  U.  S.  v.  20  Cases  of  Sweet  Relish.  Default 

deeree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6989.  Sample  No. 
70319-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  insect  fragments. 

On  March  6,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Florida  filed  a  libel  against  20  cases,  each  containing  24  8-fiuid-ounce  jars  of 
sweet  relish  at  Tampa,  Fla.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  on  or  about  December  30,  1941,  and  January  28,  1942,  by  Rodden- 
bery  Bros,  from  Cairo,  Ga. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  con¬ 
sisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared 
under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with 
filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Jars)  “Dewkist  Brand  Sweet  Relish.” 

On  March  28,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3576.  Adulteration  of  pepper  hulls  in  brine.  U.  S.  v.  40  Barrels  of  Pepper  Hulls 

in  Brine.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released 
under  bond  to  be  reconditioned  and  repacked.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6304.  Sample 
No.  8451 4-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  flies,  rodent  hairs,  and  insect 
fragments. 

On  November  27,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
New  York  filed  a  libel  (amended  December  15,  1941)  against  40  barrels  of  pepper 
hulls  in  brine  at  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in 
interstate  commerce  on  or  about  October  21, 1941,  by  Coveil  &  Ford  from  Marydel, 
Del. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part 
of  a  filthy  substance,  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  March  12, 1942,  H.  M.  Field,  Inc.,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  claimant,  having  admitted 
the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  prod¬ 
uct  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned  by  soaking,  washing, 
and  draining,  and  repacked  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration. 

DRIED  FRUITS  AND  VEGETABLES 

3577.  Adulteration  of  evaporated  apples.  U.  S.  v.  360  Boxes  of  Evaporated 

Apples.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  un¬ 
der  bond  to  be  reconditioned.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7055.  Sample  Nos.  85630— E, 
85644-E.) 

This  product  contained  filth  resulting  from  insect  infestation. 

On  March  18,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington  filed  a  libel  against  360  25-pound  boxes  of  evaporated  apples  at 
Tacoma,  Wash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  January  3,  1942,  by  Rosenberg  Bros.  &  Co.  from  San  Fran¬ 
cisco,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole 
or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Stadium 
Brand  California  Evaporated  Quartered  Apples.” 

On  April  21,  1942,  Rosenberg  Bros.  &  Co.,  claimant,  having  consented  to  the 
entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was 
ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Food  and  Drug  Administration.  After  reconditioning,  the  good  portion  was 
segregated  from  the  bad  and  the  latter  was  destroyed. 
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3578.  Adulteration  of  evaporated  apples.  U.  S.  v.  60  Cartons  of  Evaporated 

Apples.  Default  decree  of  condemnatloii  and  destruction.  (F,  D.  C.  No. 
6898.  Sample  No.  90370-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  insect-infested,  dirty,  and 
decomposed. 

On  February  26,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Rhode 
Island  filed  a  libel  against  60  cartons  of  evaporated  apples  at  Providence,  R.  I., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
January  30, 1942,  by  M.  O.  Engleson  &  Co.  from  Williamson,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  and 
decomposed  substance.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “60  Lbs.  Net  Standard  Engleson 
Evaporated  Apples  Sulphur  Dioxide  Added.” 

On  May  16,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3579.  Adulteration  of  dried  apricots  and  dried  peaches.  U.  S.  v.  Elena  Pucci- 

nelll,  Alber  Pucclnelll,  and  Romolo  Pucclnelli  (Pucclnelli  Packing:  Co.). 
Pleas  of  guilty.  Defendant  Romolo  Pucclnelli  fined  $300;  each  of  the 
other  defendants  fined  $20.  (F.  D,  C.  No.  6457.  Sample  Nos.  22928— E, 

22639-E.) 

Samples  of  this  product  were  found  to  be  insect-infested  and  to  contain  rodent 
filth  and  hair. 

On  May  2,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
California  filed  an  information  against  Elena  Pucclnelli,  Alber  Puccinelli,  and 
Romolo  Puccinelli,  copartners  trading  as  Puccinelli  Packing  Co.,  Turlock,  Calif., 
alleging  shipment  on  or  about  June  7  and  August  7,  1941,  from  the  State  of 
California  into  the  States  of  Louisiana  and  Pennsylvania,  of  quantities  of  dried 
apricots  and  dried  peaches  which  were  adulterated  ijji  that  they  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  They  were  labeled  in  part:  “Dubon 
Brand  Fancy  Recleaned  Peaches” ;  or  “Alma  Brand  Northern  Tilton  Slabs 
Apricots.” 

On  May  19,  1942,  the  defendants  having  entered  pleas  of  guilty,  Romolo  Pucci¬ 
nelli  was  fined  $300  and  the  other  two  defendants  were  fined  $20  each. 

8580.  Adulteration  of  dried  peaches.  U.  S.  v.  1,920  Cases  of  Dried  Peaches.  Con¬ 
sent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  7143.  Sample  Nos.  61253-E,  86199-B.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  insect-infested  and  decomposed. 

On  April  2,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
California  filed  a  libel  against  1,920  26-pound  cases  of  dried  peaches  at  San 
Francisco,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  March  28,  1942,  by  Rosenberg  Bros.  &  Co.  from  Seattle,  Wash. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of 
a  filthy  and  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Magnolia 
Brand  California  Dried  ♦  *  *  Recleaned  Muir  Peaches.” 

On  April  8,  1942,  Rosenberg  Bros.  &  Co.  having  appeared  as  claimant,  judg¬ 
ment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under 
bond  conditioned  that  it  be  made  to  conform  to  the  law  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3581.  Adulteration  of  evaporated  peaebes.  U.  S.  v.  120  Boxes  of  Peacbes.  De¬ 

fault  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6776.  Sample 
No.  71673-E.) 

This  product  was  dirty  and  insect-infested. 

On  January  29,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Arkansas  filed  a  libel  against  120  26-pound  boxes  of  i)eaches  at  Wilson,  Ark., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
November  14,  1941,  by  Wilson  Wholesale  Grocery  Co.  from  Memphis,  Tenn. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy,  putrid,  and  decomposed  substance  and  was  otherwise  unfit  for  food.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Sail-Maker  Brand  Recleaned  California  Peaches 
Packed  By  Vagim  Packing  Co.  Fresno  Cal.” 

On  May  27,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3582.  Adulteration  of  dried  pears.  U.  S.  v.  Gug'g'enbime  <&  Co.  Plea  of  guilty. 

Fine,  $100.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6467.  Sample  No.  22193-E.) 

This  product  contained  filth  resulting  from  insect  infestation. 

On  April  29,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
California  filed  an  information  against  Guggenhime  &  Co.,  a  corporation  trading 
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at  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  July  15,  1941,  from  the 
State  of  California  into  the  State  of  Virginia,  of  a  quantity  of  dried  pears  which 
were  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Daphne  Brand  Dried  California  Choice  Halved 
Pears.” 

On  May  16,  1942,  the  defendant  having  entered  a  plea  of  guilty,  the  court 
imposed  a  fine  of  $100. 

Nos.  3583  to  3586  report  the  seizure  and  disposition  of  prunes  that  were 
in  whole  or  in  part  decomposed. 

3583.  Adulteration  of  prunes.  U.  S.  v.  70  Boxes  of  Prunes.  Default  decree  of 
forfeiture  and  <lestruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7416.  Sample  No.  93224— E.) 

On  May  4,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Idaho  filed  a 
libel  against  70  25-pound  boxes  of  prunes  at  Boise,  Idaho,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  Interstate  commerce  on  or  about  February  18,  1942,  by  A. 
Johnson  from  Portland,  Oreg. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part:  (Boxes)  “Oregon  Dried  Italian  Prunes  *  *  *  J.  R.  Packing  Co. 

Dundee,  Ore.” 

On  June  27,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  forfeiture  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 


3584.  Adulteration  of  prunes.  U.  S.  v.  98  Boxes,  124  Boxes,  and  100  Boxes  of 

Prunes.  Default  decrees  of  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  7083,  7792.  Sample 
Nos.  1005-E,  1007-E,  70331-E.  70335-E.) 

On  or  about  March  25  and  June  22,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the 
Southern  District  of  Florida  and  the  District  of  Maryland  filed  libels  against 
98  25-pound  boxes  of  prunes  at  Miami,  Fla.,  and  224  25-pound  boxes  of  prunes 
at  Baltimore,  Md.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  November  11,  1941,  and  January  22,  1942,  by  California  Prune 
&  Apricot  Growers  Association  from  San  Jose,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part:  “California  Fruits  Golden  Glow  Brand  Prunes.” 

On  June  15  and  July  30,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  were 
entered  ordering  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

3585.  Adulteration  of  prunes.  U.  S.  v.  50  Boxes  of  Prunes.  Default  decree  of 

forfeiture  and  destruction.  (E\  D.  C.  No.  7350.  Sample  No.  93213— E.) 

On  April  18,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Idaho  filed  a 
libel  against  50  25-pound  boxes  of  prunes  at  Lewiston,  Idaho,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  March  12,  1942,  by 
Mason  Ehrman  &  Co.  from  Portland,  Oreg. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated 
in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part:  (Boxes)  “Oregon  Dried  Italian  Prunes,  *  *  *  West  Hill 

Orchards,  Newberg,  Oregon.” 

On  May  11,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  forfeiture  was 

entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

\ 

3586.  Adulteration  of  prunes.  U.  S.  v.  89  Boxes  of  Prunes.  Default  decree  of 

condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7360.  Sample  No.  83947— E.) 

This  product  was  insect-infested  and  moldy. 

On  April  16,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Louisiana  filed  a  libel  against  89  25-pound  boxes  of  prunes  at  New  Orleans,  La., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  Interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
August  12,  1937,  by  Warren  Dried  Fruit  Co.  from  San  Jose,  Calif. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  and 
decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Boxes)  “Thistle  Brand 
Santa  Clara  Prunes.” 

On  May  21,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3587.  Adulteration  of  dried  kidney  beans.  IT.  S.  v.  50  Bag's  and  147  Bags  of 

Red  Kidney  Beans.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered 
released  under  bond  to  be  denatured.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6749.  Sample  Nos. 
83180-E,  83415-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  moldy  and  Insect-infested. 

On  January  23,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of 
Alabama  filed  a  libel  against  197  100-pound  bags  of  red  kidney  beans  at  Mont¬ 
gomery,  Ala.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
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on  or  about  April  5,  June  26  and  28,  and  August  1,  1941,  by  Geo.  W.  Haxton  & 
Son,  Inc.,  from  Oakfield,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  and  decomposed  substance.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part :  “0.  H.  P.  Haxton  Quality  Red  Kidney  Beans.” 

On  February  19,  1942,  Schloss  &  Kahn  Grocery  Co.,  Inc.,  Montgomery,  Ala., 
claimant,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  denatured 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

35S8.  Adulteration  of  beans.  U.  S.  v.  328  Bags  of  Beaus.  Consent  decree  order- 

Ing  product  released  under  bond  for  segregation  and  destruction  of  unfit 

portion.  (F,  D.  C.  No.  4731.  Sample  No.  43419-E,) 

This  product  had  been  stored  under  insanitary  conditions  after  shipment ;  and 
when  examined  it  contained  rodent  excreta,  and  some  of  the  sacks  were  torn  and 
gnawed  by  rats  and  contained  an  accumulation  of  rat  pellets  and  bird  droppings. 

On  or  about  May  17,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  Missouri  filed  a  libel  against  228  100-pound  bags  of  beans  at  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  November  18,  1940,  from 
Morrill,  Nebr.,  that  it  was  in  possession  of  the  consignee,  John  J.  Meier  &  Co., 
Kansas  City,  Mo. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance,  and  in  that  it  had  been  held  under  insanitary 
conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  libel 
alleged  further  that  the  adulteration  occurred  at  destination  in  the  warehouse  of 
the  consignee. 

On  June  18,  1941,  John  J.  Meier  &  Co.,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  was  entered  ordering  that  the 
product  be  released  under  bond  for  segregation  of  the  unfit  portion  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  and  that  it  be  destroyed  by 
the  United  States  marshal. 

POULTRY 

3589.  Adulteration  of  poultry.  U.  S.  v.  1  Barrel  of  Turkeys.  Default  decree  of 

condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7632.  Sample  No.  77139— E.) 

On  June  9,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  filed  a  libel  against  1  barrel  of  turkeys  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  May  28,  1942,  by 
Falls  City  Creamery  Co.,  from  Falls  City,  Nebr. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  (1)  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance; 
and  (2)  in  that  it  was  in  whole  or  in  part  the  product  of  diseased  animals. 

On  June  29, 1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3590.  Adulteration  of  turkeys.  U.  S.  v.  18  Boxes  and  68  Boxes  of  Turkeys  and 

234  Turkeys.  Consent  decrees  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  re¬ 
leased  under  bond  to  be  washed.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  7066,  7124.  Sample  Nos. 

80890-E,  80391-E,  80505-E.) 

Examination  showed  the  presence  of  manure  on  the  feet  and  flesh  of  these  birds. 

On  March  23  and  81, 1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  Southern  District 
of  Indiana  and  the  Southern  District  of  Ohio  filed  libels  against  86  boxes  each 
containing  6  turkeys  at  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  and  234  turkeys  at  Cincinnati,  Ohio, 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
November  9  and  10, 1941,  by  Herndon  Produce  Co.,  from  Dallas,  Tex. ;  and  charg¬ 
ing  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy 
substance,  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby 
it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : 
“Sunland  Young  Tom  Cor  “Hen”]  Turkeys.” 

On  April  27  and  28,  1942,  Herndon  Produce  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libels,  judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  washed  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food 
and  Drug  Administration  so  as  to  remove  all  excreta  and  other  filth. 

3591.  Adulteration  of  poultry.  TJ.  S.  v.  3  Barrels,  3  Barrels,  ami  8  Barrels  of 

Poultry.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C. 

Nos.  7343,  7442.  Sample  Nos.  84379-E,  89733-E,  89734-E.) 

On  April  16  and  May  4, 1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  Virginia  and  the  District  of  New  Jersey  filed  libels  against  5  barrels  of  poultry 
at  Norfolk,  Va.,  and  8  barrels  of  poultry  at  Newark,  N.  J.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  April  8  and  21,  1942, 
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by  Swift  &  Co.  from  Salisbury,  Md. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that 
it  was  in  whole  or  in  part  the  product  of  diseased  animals. 

On  May  28  and  June  19,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of 
condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

NUTS  AND  NUT  PRODUCTS 

Nos.  3592  to  3599  report  actions  based  on  interstate  shipments  of  pecans 
that  were  contaminated  with  fecal  Escherichia  coli. 

3592.  Adulteration  of  shelled  pecans.  U.  S.  v,  Frank  Springer.  Plea  of  guilty. 

Fine,  $150.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5542.  Sample  Nos.  16592-E,  32486-E  to  32488-E, 

incl. ) 

On  May  5,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of  Texas 
filed  an  information  against  Frank  Springer  at  San  Antonio,  Tex.,  alleging  ship¬ 
ment  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  November  20  to  on  or  about  December  3, 
1940,  from  the  State  of  Texas  into  the  States  of  California  and  Nebraska  of 
quantities  of  shelled  pecans  that  were  adulterated  in  that  they  consisted  in  whole 
or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  they  had  been  prepared,  packed,  or 
held  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  they  might  have  become  contaminated 
with  filth. 

On  July  1, 1942,  a  plea  of  guilty  having  been  entered  by  the  defendant,  the  court 
imposed  a  fine  of  $150. 

3593.  Adulteration  of  pecan  pieces.  U.  S.  v.  6  Cases  of  Pecan  Meats.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  7336.  Sample  No. 

70353-E.) 

On  April  14,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of  Georgia 
filed  a  libel  against  6  cases  of  pecan  meats  at  Valdosta,  Ga.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  March  12  and  17,  1942,  by 
the  Dasher  Pecan  Co.  from  Valdosta,  Ga.,  to  Miami,  Fla.,  and  that  it  had  been  re¬ 
turned  by  the  consignee ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted 
in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under 
insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Amber  Pieces  60  Lbs.” 

On  May  7,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3594.  Adulteration  of  pecan  pieces.  tJ.  S.  v.  20  Cases  of  Pecan  Pieces.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7145.  Sample  No. 

71930-E.) 

On  April  2, 1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Missouri 
filed  a  libel  against  20  cases  each  containing  30  pounds  of  pecan  pieces  at  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on 
or  about  February  25  and  March  11,  1942,  by  Ellis  Pecan  Co.  from  Fort  Worth, 
Tex.,  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part 
of  a  filthy  substance  ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  May  6,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3595.  Adulteration  of  pecan  meats.  U.  S.  v.  17  Cartons  and  1  Carton  of  Pecan 

Meats.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

7032.  Sample  No.  86625-E,  86626-E.) 

The  1-carton  lot  of  this  product  was  moldy,  and  the  remaining  17  cartons 
contained  E.  coli. 

On  March  21,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  17  25-pound  cartons  and  1  50-pound  carton  of  pecan 
meats  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  inte^^state 
commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  December  8,  1941,  to  on  or  about 
February  19,  1942,  by  Finklea  Pecan  Co.  from  Mobile,  Ala. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  “Pecan  meats  small  seedling  pieces 
[or  “Regular  Seedling  Halves”]  *  *  *  Packed  for  J.  W.  Allen  and  Co. 
*  *  *  Chicago,  Ill.” 

The  1-carton  lot  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or 
in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance.  The  17-carton  lot  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated 
in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had 
been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  con¬ 
taminated  with  filth. 

On  May  28,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 
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3596.  Adulteration  of  pecan  meats.  U.  S.  v.  10  Cartons  of  Pecan  Meats.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6782.  Sample  No. 

89032-E.) 

On  January  29, 1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey 
filed  a  libel  against  10  cartons  of  pecan  meats  at  Hoboken,  N.  J.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  January  6,  1942, 
by  D.  E.  Jones  from  Arlington,  Ga. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that 
it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it  had  been 
prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated 
with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “30  Lbs.  *  *  *  ‘Nature’s  Own’ 

Pecan  Halves.” 

On  May  9,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3597.  Adulteration  of  shelled  pecans.  U.  S.  v.  5  Cases  of  Shelled  Pecans.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7418.  Sample  No. 

71613-E.) 

On  April  29,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Missouri  filed  a  libel  against  5  cases  each  containing  60  pounds  of  pecans  at  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on 
or  about  March  24,  1942,  by  Memphis  Pecan  &  Walnut  Co.  from  Memphis,  Tenn. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  might  liave  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

On  May  29,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3598.  Adulteration  of  pecans.  U.  S.  v.  58  Cartons  and  33  Cartons  of  Pecan 

Pieces.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

7071.  Sample  Nos.  70328-E,  70329-E.) 

On  or  about  March  25,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern 
District  of  Florida  filed  a  libel  against  91  20-  or  30-pound  cartons  of  i>ecan  pieces 
at  Miami,  Fla.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  February  16  and  26,  1942,  by  Sam  A.  Pierce  from  Cairo,  Ga. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy 
substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby 
it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part: 
(58  cartons)  “A  Grade  Pieces,”  and  (33  cartons)  “B  Grade  Pieces.” 

On  April  29,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3599.  Adulteration  of  pecans.  U.  S.  v.  196  Cartons  and  149  Cartons  of  Pecans. 

Decrees  of  condemnation.  Portion  of  product  ordered  released  under 

bond  for  reconditioning  by  pasteurization;  remainder  ordered  destroyed. 

(F.  D.  C.  Nos.  3813,  3814.  Sample  Nos.  47202-E,  47203-E.) 

On  February  18,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  196  50-pound  cartons  and  149  60-pound  cartons  of 
pecans  at  Chicago,  Ill.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  December  31, 1940,  and  January  9, 1941,  by  Chas.  C.  Robert¬ 
son  from  Fort  Worth,  Tex. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it 
consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 

On  April  10,  1942,  John  Fisher  Pecan  Co.,  Dallas,  Tex.,  claimant  for  the  149 
cartons  of  pecans,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel  with  respect  to 
that  portion,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered 
released  under  bond  for  reconditioning  by  pasteurization  and  washing  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  On  May  28,  1942,  no  claimant 
having  appeared  for  the  remainder  of  the  pecans,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3600.  Adulteration  of  shelled  peanuts.  U.  S.  v.  264  Bags  of  Peanuts.  Consent 

decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be 

reconditioned.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7491.  Sample  No.  92296— E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  moldy,  dirty,  and  wormy 
peanuts. 

On  May  11,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
California  filed  a  libel  against  264  unlabeled  120-pound  bags  of  shelled  peanuts 
at  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  April  7,  1942,  by  Greenwood  Products  Co.  from  Marianna, 
Fla. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  In  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  and  decomposed  substance. 
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On  May  18,  1942,  Greenwood  Products  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned  and  segregated  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  The  rejected  material  was 
delivered  to  a  processing  company  for  conversion  into  inedible  oils. 

3601,  Adulteration  ot  pifion  nuts.  U.  S.  v.  366  Bagrs  of  Plfion  Nuts.  Consent 
decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be 
reconditioned.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7070.  Sample  Nos.  92242-E,  92258-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  moldy  nuts. 

On  March  19,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
California  filed  a  libel  against  266  bags,  each  containing  approximately  90  pounds, 
of  pinon  nuts  at  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  February  5,  1942,  by  Gross,  Kelly  &  Co.  from 
Winslow,  Ariz. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole 
or  in  part  of  a  decomposed  substance. 

On  April  3,  1942,  Gonzales  &  Blanco,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and 
the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned  under  the  super¬ 
vision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  The  good  nuts  were  segregated 
from  the  bad,  and  the  latter  were  disposed  of  for  nonfood  purposes. 

3603.  Adulteration  of  pistachio  nuts.  U.  S.  v.  8  Tins  and  13  Tins  of  Pistachio 
Nuts.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  O.  No. 

7060.  Sample  No.  70333-E.) 

Examination  of  samples  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  wormy  and 
moldy  nuts. 

On  or  about  March  25,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Florida  filed  a  libel  against  8  plain  5-pound  tins  and  12  gift-style  2l^-pound 
tins  of  unshelled  pistachio  nuts  at  Miami  Beach,  Fla.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  December  19,  1941,  by  the 
American  Pistachio  Corporation  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  and  decomposed 
substance. 

On  June  15,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3603.  Adulteration  of  walnuts.  U.  S.  v.  16  Cases  of  Walnuts.  Default  decree  of 

condemnation  and  destruction.  (F,  D.  C.  No.  6976.  Sample  No.  76768— E.) 

This  product  was  insect-infested. 

On  March  3, 1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  North  Dakota 
filed  a  libel  against  15  25-pound  cases  of  walnuts  at  Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  November  19 
and  December  9,  1941,  by  Granton  &  Co.  from  Los  Angeles,  Calif. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy 
substance. 

On  May  11,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3604.  Adulteration  of  walnuts.  U.  S.  v.  463  Cases  of  Sbelled  Walnuts.  Consent 

decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be 
reprocessed  and  reconditioned.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7157.  Sample  Nos.  86637— E, 
86654-E.) 

Examination  of  this  product  showed  the  presence  of  insect-damaged,  rancid, 
and  moldy  walnut  meats. 

On  April  6,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Wiscon¬ 
sin  filed  a  libel  against  462  cases,  each  containing  25  pounds,  of  walnuts  at 
Milwaukee,  Wis.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  January  8,  1942,  by  Pacific  Coast  Nut  House  from  San  Jose, 
Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  and  decomposed  substance.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part: 
“Special  Amber  California  Shelled  Walnuts.” 

On  April  17,’  1942,  Pacific  Coast  Nut  House,  claimant,  having  admitted  the 
allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product 
was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  reprocessed  and  reconditioned  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 
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3605.  Adulteration  of  black  walnut  meats.  U.  S.  v.  5  Cartons  of  Black  Walnut 

Meats.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

7028.  Sample  No.  71180-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  rodent  hairs,  insect  fragments, 
and  Escherichia  coli. 

On  or  about  March  13,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  5  cartons  of  black  walnut  meats  at  Champaign, 
Ill.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
.January  7,  1942,  by  Mound  City  Shelled  Nut  Co.  from  St.  Louis,  Mo. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  was  contaminated  with  filth,  and  in  that  it  had 
been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become 
contaminated  with  filth. 

On  May  2,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3606.  Adulteration  of  black  Avalnut  meats.  U.  S.  v.  50  Cartons  of  Black  Walnut 

3Ieats.  Consent  decree  of  comlemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under 

bond  for  reconditioning.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7027.  Sample  No.  73515— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  rodent  hairs  and  insect 
fragments  as  well  as  Escherichia  coli. 

On  March  18,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Nebraska  filed 
a  libel  against  50  cartons  of  black  walnut  meats  at  Omaha,  Nebr.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  January  21  and 
26,-1942,  by  Wyatt  Nut  Co.  from  Wheaton,  Mo.;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The 
article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Ozark  Pride  Walnut  and  Pecan  Meats.” 

On  May  6,  1942,  the  Fairmont  Creamery  Co.,  Omaha,  Nebr.,  claimant,  having 
admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and 
the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  cleaned, 
sterilized,  or  processed  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
in  order  to  eliminate  all  filth. 

3607.  Adulteration  of  nut  meats.  U.  S.  v.  3  Bags  of  Walnuts  and  Hickory  Nuts. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7037. 

Sample  No.  86630-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  rodent  hairs  and  E.  coli. 

On  March  21,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  3  bags  of  walnut  and  hickory  nut  meats  at  Chicago, 
Ill.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
February  26,  1942,  by  Albert  Richardson  from  Berea,  Ky. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 

On  May  28,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3608.  Adulteration  of  peanut  butter.  U.  S.  v.  55  Cases  and  4  Cans  of  Peanut 

Butter.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

7362.  Sample  No.  76827-E.) 

This  product  contained  insect  and  wood  fragments. 

On  April  17,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Wisconsin  filed  a  libel  against  15  cases  each  containing  24  6-ounce  jars,  15  cases 
each  containing  24  pound  jars,  4  cases  each  containing  12  li/^-pound  jars,  21 
cases  each  containing  12  2-pound  jars,  and  4  50-pound  cans  of  peanut  butter  at 
La  Crosse,  Wis.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  March  10,  1942,  by  Millard-United  Co.  from  Chicago,  Ill. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ; 
and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might 
have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Brownie 
Brand  Energized  Peanut  Butter.” 

On  June  29,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3609.  Adulteration  of  peanut  butter.  U.  S.  v.  34  Cases  of  Peanut  Butter.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruetlon.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6942.  Sample  No. 

83733-E.) 

This  product  contained  rodent  hairs  and  excreta,  insect  fragments,  and  dirt. 

On  February  26,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Texas  filed  a  libel  against  34  cases  each  containing  12  2-pound  jars  of  peanut 
butter  at  Mineola,  Tex.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commerce  on  or  about  January  5,  1942,  by  the  Robertson  Peanut  Co.  from  Clay- 
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ton,  Ala. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or 
in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary 
conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part :  “Delicious  Brand  Peanut  Butter.” 

On  June  22, 1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3610.  Adulteration  of  peanut  butter.  U.  S.  v.  '39  Cases,  39  Cases,  24  Cases,  and 

18  Cases  of  Peanut  Butter,  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  de¬ 
struction.  (P.  D.  C.  Nos.  7086,  7134.  Sample  Nos.  83380-E,  83885-E  to 
83887-E,  incl.) 

Insect  fragments,  rodent  hairs,  rodent  excreta,  and  dirt  were  found  in  samples 
taken  from  these  lots  of  peanut  butter.  • 

On  March  25  and  April  6,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Louisiana  filed  libels  against  39  cases  each  containing  24  12-ounce  jars, 
39  cases  each  containing  24  12-ounce  jars,  24  cases  each  containing  12  l%-pou9d 
jars,  and  18  cases  of  which  10  each  contained  24  8-ounce  jars,  and  8  each  con¬ 
tained  24  1-pound  jars,  of  peanut  butter  at  New  Orleans,  La.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  February  9,  11, 
and  19,  1942,  by  Sessions  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Enterprise,  Ala. ;  and  charging  that  it 
was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Goldcraft  Peanut  Butter.” 

On  May  21  and  July  3,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  con¬ 
demnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

OILS  AND  FATS 

3611.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  oil.  U.  S.  v.  John  Luccl  (Roma  Oil 

Packing  Co.).  Piea  of  guilty.  Fine  of  $100  on  count  1.  Sentence  sus¬ 
pended  on  remaining  counts.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  3564.  Sample  Nos.  33950— E, 
33951-E,  33952-E.) 

f 

Analysis  showed  that  this  product  was  cottonseed  oil,  artificially  colored  and 
fiavored  to  simulate  olive  oil. 

On  February  13,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
New  York  filed  an  information  against  John  Lucci,  trading  as  the  Roma  Oil 
Packing  Co.,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  alleging  shipment  on  or  about  January  31,  1941, 
from  the  State  of  New  York  into  the  State  of  New  Jersey  of  quantities  of*  oil 
that  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : 
“Prodotto  Garantito  Extra  Pine  Oil  SopraflSno  Brand.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  artificial  flavoring  and  arti¬ 
ficial  coloring  had  been  added  thereto  or  mixed  or  packed  therewith,  so  as  to 
make  it  appear  better  or  of  greater  value  that  it  was ;  and  in  that  it  contained 
a  coal-tar  color  other  than  one  from  a  batch  that  had  been  certified  by  law. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded:  (1)  In  that  the  statements  in  the 
labeling,  “L’Olio  *  *  *  Extra  Pina  Insuperabile,”  “Prodotto  Garantito,” 
“Pine  Oil,”  and  “Sopraffino,”  were  false  and  misleading  since  they  conveyed 
the  impression  that  the  food  was  imported  Italian  olive  oil;  whereas  the  food 
was  not  imported  Italian  olive  oil  but  was  domestic  cottonseed  oil  artificially 
colored  and  flavored  to  simulate  olive  oil.  (2)  In  that  it  was  an  imitation  of 
another  food,  namely,  olive  oil,  and  its  label  did  not  bear  in  type  of  uniform  size 
and  prominence  the  word  “imitation,”  and  immediately  thereafter,  the  name 
of  the  food  imitated.  (3)  In  that  it  did  not  bear  a  label  containing  the  name 
and  place  of  business  of  the  manufacturer,  packer,  or  distributor.  (4)  In  that 
it  was  fabricated  from  two  or  more  ingredients  and  its  label  did  not  bear  the 
common  or  usual  name  of  each  such  Ingredient.  (5)  In  that  it  contained  arti¬ 
ficial  flavoring  and  artificial  coloring  and  did  not  bear  labeling  stating  that  fact. 
(6)  In  that  the  information  required  by  or  under  authority  of  law  to  appear  on 
the  label  or  labeling  was  not  prominently  placed  thereon  in  such  terms  as  to 
render  it  likely  to  be  read  and  understood  by  the  ordinary  individual  under  cus¬ 
tomary  conditions  of  purchase  and  use  in  that  the  label  bore  statements  in  a  for¬ 
eign  language,  namely,  Italian,  and  the  information  required  by  law  to  appear  on 
the  label  did  not  appear  thereon  in  said  foreign  language. 

On  June  9,  1942,  a  plea  of  guilty  having  been  entered  by  the  defendant  to 
counts  1,  2,  and  3,  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $100  on  count  1,  suspended  sentence 
on  the  remaining  2  counts,  and  placed  defendant  on  probation  for  1  year. 
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S612.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  olive  oil.  U.  S.  v.  5  Cases  and  8  Cases 
of  Olive  Oil  (and  3  other  seizure  actions  against  olive  oil).  Decrees  of 
condemnation.  Portion  of  product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be 
relabeled;  remainder  ordered  destroyed.  (F,  D.  C.  Nos.  7146,  7372,  7437, 
7607.  Sample  Nos.  1032-E,  1033-B,  64837-E,  6485e-E,  64789-E.) 

Analysis  indicated  that  this  product  consisted  wholly  or  in  part  of  an  oil  other 
than  olive  oil. 

Between  April  3  and  June  8,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  District 
of  Maryland,  Northern  District  of  Ohio,  and  the  Western  District  of  Pennsylvania 
filed  libels  against  the  following  quantities  of  olive  oil :  13  cases,  each  containing 
B  cans,  at  Baltimore,  Md. ;  24  cans  at  Youngstown,  Ohio ;  and  20  cans  at  Mahoning- 
town  and  8  cans  at  Erie,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in 
interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or  about  January  26  to  on  or  about 
March  2,  1942,  by  C.  P.  C.  Trading  Co.  from  Rochester,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that 
it  adulterated  and  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Cans)  “One  Gallon 
Net  La  Boheme  Brand  Pure  Olive  Oil.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  (portion  found  at  Youngstown)  in 
that  a  substance  containing  an  oil  or  oils  other  than  olive  oil  had  been  substituted 
wholly  or  in  part  for  pure  olive  oil,  which  it  purported  to  be ;  (remainder)  in  that 
an  oil  other  than  pure  olive  oil  had  been  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  pure 
olive  oil,  which  it  purported  to  be. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded:  (Portion  found  at  Mahoningtown)  in  that 
the  statements,  (main  panel)  “Pure  Olive*  Oil  Imported  Product,”  (side  panel) 
“This  can  contains  imported  olive  oil,”  and  (top)  “Pure  Imported  Olive  Oil,” 
were  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  oil  other  than  olive  oil.  (Portion 
found  at  Youngstown)  in  that  statements  and  designs  (main  panel)  “Pure 
Olive  Oil  Imported  Product  [design  of  olives]”  (side  panel)  “This  can  con¬ 
tains  imported  olive  oil — guaranteed  to  be  absolutely  pure  under  any  chemical 
analysis  [similar  statements  in  Italian  and  design  of  olives],”  and  (top)  “Pure 
Imported  Olive  Oil”  were  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  a  substance  containing 
an  oil  or  oils  other  than  olive  oil.  (Remainder)  in  that  the  following  statements 
and  designs,  (main  panel)  “Pure  Olive  Oil  Imported  Product  [design  of  olives],” 
(side  panel)  “This  can  contains  imported  olive  oil — guaranteed  to  be  absolutely 
pure  under  any  chemical  analysis  [similar  statements  in  Italian  and  design  of 
olives],”  and  (top)  “Pure  Imported  Olive  Oil,”  were  false  and  misleading  as 
applied  to  an  oil  other  than  olive  oil.  The  product  in  all  shipments  was  alleged 
to  be  misbranded  further  in  that  it  was  offered  for  sale  under  the  name  of 
another  food. 

On  April  24,  1942,  C.  P.  0.  Trading  Co.,  claimant  for  the  seizures  at  Baltimore, 
Md.,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered,  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled  under 
the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  On  June  5  and  18  and 
July  14,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  remainder  of  the  olive  oil, 
judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8613.  Misbranding  of  olive  oil.  U.  S.  v.  30  Cases  and  45  Cases  of  Olive  Oil. 

Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond 
to  be  relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6735.  Sample  No.  23768— E.) 

This  product  was  short  of  the  declared  volume. 

On  January  22,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Nevada  filed 
a  libel  against  75  cases  of  olive  oil  at  Reno,  Nev.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  September  6,  1941,  by  T.  H. 
Eggers  Co.  from  Oroville,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was 
labeled  in  part:  “Net  Contents  1  Pint  [or  “Contents  1  Quart”]  Mission  Del  Oro 
Brand  Extra  Quality  California  Olive  Oil.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statements  “Net  Contents 
1  Pint”  and  “Contents  1  Quart”  were  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article 
that  was  short  volume ;  and  in  that  it  was  in  package  form  and  failed  to  bear  a 
label  containing  an  accurate  statement  of  the  quantity  of  the  contents. 

On  May  15,  1942,  T.  H.  Eggers  Co.,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allegations 
of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered,  and  tlie  product  was  ordered 
released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Pood  and  Drug  Administration. 
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3614.  Adnlteration  and  mlsbrantlin^  of  corn  and  olive  oil.  U.  S.  v.  23  Cans  and 

44  Cans  of  Corn  Oil  and  Olive  Oil.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation. 
Portion  ordereil  destroyed;  remainder  ordered  delivered  to  a  charitable 
institution.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6850,  6952.  Sample  Nos.  84195-E,  84660-E.) 

Analysis  showed  that  this  product  consisted  essentially  of  artificially  colored 
cottonseed  oil  or  corn  oil  with  some  cottonseed  oil  and  containing  but  a  small 
amount  of,  if  any,  olive  oil.  One  lot  contained  an  uncertified  coal-tar-dye. 

On  February  13  and  March  4,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District 
of  New  Jersey  filed  libels  against  67  gallon  cans  of  corn  and  olive  oil  at  New 
Brunswick,  N.  J.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipi)ed  in  interstate  com¬ 
merce  on  or  about  September  19  and  December  19, 1941,  by  P.  (or  Pietro)  Esposito 
from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded. 
It  was  labeled  in  part :  “La  Gloriosa  Brand  Composed  of  Corn  Oil  and  Pure  Olive 
Oil  Distributed  by  Italo  Olive  Oil  Importer  New  York,  New’  York.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  (1)  (23  cans)  in  that  artificially 
colored  corn  oil  with  some  cottonseed  oil  and  a  small  amount  of  olive  oil  had 
been  substituted  in  whole  or  in  part  for  com  oil  and  pure  olive  oil;  (2)  (44  cans) 
in  that  artificially  colored  cottonseed  oil  containing  a  small  amount  of  olive  oil 
and  little,  if  any,  corn  oil  had  been  substituted  in  whole  or  in  part  for  com  oil 
and  pure  olive  oil;  (3)  (all  cans)  in  that  inferiority  had  been  concealed  by  the 
addition  of  artificial  color,  and  in  that  artificial  color  had  been  added  to  the 
article  so  as  to  make  it  appear  better  or  of  greater  value  than  it  was ;  and  (4) 
(23  cans  only)  in  that  it  contained  a  coal-tar  color  other  than  one  from  a  batch 
that  had  been  certified  in  accordance  with  regulations  as  provided  by  law. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  (1)  in  that  statements  in  the  labeling,  “Composed  of 
Corn  Oil  and  Pure  Olive  Oil,”  were  false  and  misleading;  (2)  in  that  the  labels 
contained  representations  in  a  foreign  language  (Italian)  and  the  information 
required  by  the  act  to  appear  on  the  label,  i.  e.,  a  statement  of  the  quantity  of 
the  contents  and  the  common  or  usual  name  of  each  ingredient  did  not  appear  on 
the  labels  in  the  said  foreign  language;  (3)  in  that  it  contained  artificial  coloring 
and  did  not  bear  labeling  stating  that  fact ;  and  (4)  in  that  it  was  fabricated  from 
two  or  more  ingredients  and  the  labels  did  not  bear  the  common  or  usual  name 
of  each  ingredient. 

On  April  29  and  May  1,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of 
condemnation  were  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  a  portion  of  the  product 
be  destroyed  and  that  the  remainder  be  delivered  to  a  charitable  institution. 

3615.  Adnlteration  and  misbranding;  of  oil.  U.  S.  v.  59  Cans  and  17  Cans  of  Oil. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  delivered  to  a  chari¬ 
table  Institution.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6951.  Sample  Nos.  84658— E,  84659— E.) 

This  product  was  artificially  fiavored  and  artificially  colored  cottonseed  oil 
'  containing  little,  if  any,  corn  oil  and  simulating  olive  oil  in  appearance  and  odor. 

On  March  4,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey 
filed  a  libel  against  76  cans  of  cottonseed  and  corn  oil  at  New  Brunswick,  N.  J., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
October  22,  1941,  by  the  Italo  Olive  Oil  Importer  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and 
charging  adulteration  and  misbranding.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Gioiosa  Brand 
Pure  Oil”  or  “Pure  Edible  Oil  Luca  Brand.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  (1)  in  that  artificially  flavored  and 
artificially  colored  cottonseed  oil  containing  little  if  any  corn  oil  had  been  sub¬ 
stituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  cottonseed  and  corn  oil,  with  flavor,  which  it 
purported  to  be;  (2)  in  that  inferiority  had  been  concealed  by  the  addition  of 
artificial  color  and  artificial  flavor;  and  (3)  in  that  artificial  color  and  artificial 
flavor  had  been  added  thereto  or  mixed  or  packed  therewith  so  as  to  make  it 
appear  better  or  of  greater  value  than  it  was. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  “Cottonseed  and  corn 
oil  with  Flavor,”  borne  on  the  label,  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to 
artificially  flavored  and  artificially  colored  cottonseed  oil  containing  little,  if  any, 
corn  oil;  (2)  in  that  it  was  an  imitation  of  another  food,  namely,  corn  oil,  and  it 
failed  to  bear  in  type  of  uniform  size  and  prominence  the  word  “imitation,”  and 
immediately  thereafter  the  name  of  the  food  imitated;  (3)  in  that  the  name  and 
place  of  business  of  the  distributor,  the  common  or  usual  name  of  the  food,  and 
the  declaration  of  artificial  flavoring  and  coloring  required  by  the  act  to  appear 
on  the  label,  were  not  prominently  placed  thereon  with  such  conspicuousness  as 
compared  with  other  words,  statements,  designs,  or  devices  in  the  labeling  as 
to  render  them  likely  to  be  read  by  the  ordinary  individual  under  customary 
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conditions  of  purchase  and  use;  (4)  in  that  the  labels  contained  representations 
In  a  foreign  language  (Italian)  and  the  information  required  by  the  act  to 
appear  on  the  label,  i.  e.,  the  word  “imitation,”  the  statement  of  the  quantity  of 
the  contents,  the  common  or  usual  name  of  each  ingredient,  and  the  declaration 
of  artificial  flavoring  and  artificial  coloring  did  not  appear  thereon  in  the  foreign 
language;  and  (5)  in  that  it  contained  artificial  flavoring  and  artificial  coloring 
but  failed  to  bear  labeling  stating  that  fact. 

On  May  1,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  delivered  to  a  charitable 
organization. 

3616.  Adulteration  and  misbranding:  of  olive  oil.  U.  S.  v.  18  Cases  of  Olive  Oil. 

Default  decree  of  coiulemnatlon.  Product  ordered  distributed  to  chari¬ 
table  institutions.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  4204.  Sample  Nos.  66051— E,  56052— E, 

56060-E.) 

This  product  was  represented  to  consist  of  olive  oil  but  in  two  of  the  lots,  it 
consisted  of  artificially  flavored  cottonseed  oil ;  and  in  one  lot,  of  an  artificially 
flavored  mixture  of  peanut  and  cottonseed  oils,  all  containing  little,  if  any,  olive 
oil.  In  one  lot  the  label  failed  to  bear  the  name  and  place  of  business  of  the 
manufacturer,  packer,  or  distributor. 

On  April  5, 1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Connecticut  filed 
a  libel  against  18  cases,  each  containing  6  gallon  cans,  of  olive  oil  at  Torrington, 
Conn.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  February  11  and  14,  1941,  by  Vincenzo  Maturo  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part: 
“Tivoli  [or  “Eletta”]  Brand  Pure  Imported  Olive  Oil” ;  or  “Olio  di  Oliva  Vergine 
Lucca  Brand.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  (1)  in  that  artificially  flavored  cotton¬ 
seed  oil  in  the  Tivoli  and  Eletta  brands  and  an  artificially  flavored  mixture  of 
peanut  and  cottonseed  oil  in  the  Lucca  brand,  all  brands  containing  little,  if  any, 
olive  oil,  had  been  substituted  wholly  or  in  part  for  olive  oil,  which  it  purported 
to  be;  (2)  in  that  inferiority  had  been  concealed  by  the  addition  of  artificial 
flavor;  and  (3)  in  that  artificial  flavor  had  been  added  thereto  or  mixed  or 
packed  therewith  so  as  to  make  it  appear  better  or  of  greater  value  than  it  was. 

Misbranding  was  alleged  in  that  the  following  statements  and  designs  in  the 
labeling  (Tivoli  brand)  “Pure  Imported  Olive  Oil  *  *  ♦  Tivoli  Brand  Olive 

Oil  is  guaranteed  to  be  one  of  the  finest  olive  oils.  The  olive  oil  contained  in  this 
can  is  pressed  from  fresh  picked  ripe  and  selected  olives.  It  is  an  absolutely  pure 
product  highly  recommended  for  table  use  and  medicinal  purposes  [similar  state¬ 
ments  In  Italian  and  a  design  of  olive  trees  and  workers  gathering  olives],” 
(Lucca  brand)  “This  olive  oil  is  guaranteed  pure  *  *  *  Imported  Pure  Olive 

Oil  [similar  statements  in  Italian  and  a  design  of  an  olive  branch  and  olives],” 
and  (Eletta  brand)  “Pure  Imported  Olive  Oil  *  ♦  *  Guaranteed  absolutely 

pure  olive  oil  for  table  and  medicinal  purposes  [similar  statements  in  Italian 
and  designs  of  olive  branches  and  olives  and  a  shield  and  crown],”  were  false 
and  misleading.  The  articles  were  alleged  to  be  misbranded  further  (1)  in  that 
they  were  offered  for  sale  under  the  name  of  another  article;  (2)  in  that  they 
were  imitations  of  another  food,  i.  e.,  olive  oil,  and  the  labels  failed  to  bear  in 
type  of  uniform  size  and  prominence  the  word  “imitation”  and  immediately  there¬ 
after  the  name  of  the  food  imitated ;  and  (3)  in  that  they  contained  artificial 
flavoring  and  did  not  bear  labeling  stating  that  fact.  The  Lucca  brand  was 
alleged  to  be  misbranded  further  in  that  it  was  in  package  form  and  did  not  bear 
a  label  containing  the  name  and  place  of  business  of  the  manufacturer,  packer, 
or  distributor. 

On  May  6,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  distributed  to  charitable  institutions. 

3617.  Adulteration  and  nilshriinding-  of  eorn  oil  and  olive  oil.  U.  S.  v.  14  Cans 

of  Corn  Oil  and  Olive  Oil.  Default  deeree  of  eondeinnation.  Produet 
ordered  distributed  to  eliaritable  institutions.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6737.  Sample 
No.  84853-E.) 

Analysis  showed  that  this  product  was  essentially  an  artificially  flavored  and 
artificially  colored  corn  oil  containing  little  or  no  olive  oil.  The  odor  and  flavor 
resembled  those  of  olive  oil. 

On  or  about  January  21,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of 
Connecticut  filed  a, libel  against  14  cans  of  corn  and  olive  oil  at  New  Haven,  Conn., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
December  16,  1941,  by  Antonio  Purificato  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging 
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that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  “Corn  Oil  & 
Pure  Olive  Oil  Packed  by  Import  Oil  Co.  New  York.” 

It  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  an  artificially  flavored  and  artificially 
colored  corn  oil,  containing  little  or  no  olive  oil,  had  been  substituted  wholly  or 
in  part  for  corn  oil  and  pure  olive  oil,  which  it  purported  to  be ;  in  that  inferiority 
had  been  concealed  by  the  addition  of  artificial  flavor  and  artificial  color;  and 
in  that  artificial  flavor  and  artificial  color  had  been  added  thereto  or  mixed  or 
packed  therewith  so  as  to  make  it  appear  better  or  of  greater  value  than  it  was. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statement  “Corn  Oil  &  Pure  Olive 
Oil”  was  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  artificially  flavored  and  artificially 
colored  corn  oil  containing  little  or  no  olive  oil ;  in  that  it  was  an  imitation  of 
another  food  and  its  label  failed  to  bear,  in  type  of  uniform  size  and  prominence, 
the  word  “imitation,”  and  immediately  thereafter,  the  name  of  the  food  imitated ; 
and  in  that  it  contained  artificial  flavoring  and  artificial  coloring  and  failed  to 
bear  labeling  stating  that  fact. 

On  May  18,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  charitable  institutions, 
with  the  proviso  for  delivery  of  a  portion  of  this  oil  to  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration. 

3618.  Adulteration  and  misbranding'  of  olive  oil.  U.  S.  v.  5  Cans,  and  9  Cans  of 

Olive  Oil.  Default  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  delivered  to  a 
eharitable  institution.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  5294.  Sample  Nos.  61255— E,  51256— E.) 

This  product  consisted  essentially  of  cottonseed  oil  containing  little,  if  any, 
olive  oil. 

On  August  5,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Vermont  filed 
libels  against  14  cans  of  olive  oil  at  Brattleboro,  Vt.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  April  8,  1941,  by  Mrs.  Annie 
Simon  from  Providence,  R.  I. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  mis¬ 
branded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Contents  One  Gallon  Italia  [or 
“Pulcella”]  Brand  *  ♦  *  Olive  Oil.” 

It  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  an  article  consisting  essentially  of 
cottonseed  oil  containing  little,  if  any,  olive  oil,  had  been  substituted  wholly  or 
in  part  for  olive  oil,  which  it  purported  to  be. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  following  statements 
appearing  on  the  labels  were  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  consist¬ 
ing  essentially  of  cottonseed  oil  containing  little,  if  any,  olive  oil :  (5  cans)  “Italia 
Supreme  Olive  Oil  Imported  Lucca-Italia,  *  *  *  The  purity  of  this  olive  oil 

is  guaranteed  under  chemical  analysis  and  we  recommend  it  for  table  and 
medicinal  uses  [similar  statements  in  Italian  and  the  design  of  a  crown,  shield, 
gold  medals,  Italian  flag,  and  olive  branches]  *  ♦  *  Imported  from  Italy” ; 

(9  cans)  “Guaranteed  Pure  Olive  Oil  Extra.  Pine  Imported  Lucca  Italy  *  *  ♦ 

Prodotti  Italian!  We  guarantee  our  olive  oil  to  be  absolutely  pure  under  any 
chemical  analysis — insuperable  for  table  use  and  excellent  for  medicinal  pur¬ 
poses — Imported  From  Italy  [similar  statements  in  Italian  and  the  design  of 
olive  branches].”  It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  further  in  that  it  was  offered 
for  sale  under  the  name  of  another  food ;  and  in  that  it  was  in  package  form  and 
did  not  bear  a  label  containing  the  name  and  place  of  business  of  the  manufacturer, 
packer,  or  distributor. 

On  June  29,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  a  charitable  institution. 

3619.  Adulteration  and  misbranding:  of  olive  oil.  U.  S.  v.  35  Cans  of  Olive  Oil. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  delivered  to  a  chari¬ 
table  institution.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5293.  Sample  No.  51264— E.) 

This  product  consisted  essentially  of  cottonseed  oil  containing  little,  if  any, 
olive  oil. 

On  August  5,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Vermont 
filed  a  libel  against  35  cans  of  olive  oil  at  Brattleboro,  Vt.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  May  1,  1941,  by 
Geo.  M.  Ziter  from  Providence,  R.  I. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and 
misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  “Contents  One  Gallon  Pulcella 
Brand  Guaranteed  Pure  Olive  Oil.” 

It  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  an  article  consisting  essentially  of 
cottonseed  oil  containing  little,  if  any,  olive  oil,  had  been  substituted  wholly 
or  in  part  for  olive  oil,  which  it  purported  to  be. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  following  state¬ 
ments  and  designs  in  the  labeling  were  false  and  misleading,  “Guaranteed  Pure 
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Ollye  Oil  Extra  Pine  Imported  Lucca  Italy  [design  of  olive  branches]  Prodottl 
Italian!.  We  guarantee  our  olive  oil  to  be  absolutely  pure  under  any  chemical 
analysis — insuperable  for  table  use  and  excellent  for  medicinal  purposes,  Im¬ 
ported  from  Italy  [and  similar  statements  in  Italian]”;  (2)  in  that  it  was 
offered  for  sale  under  the  name  of  another  food;  and  (3)  in  that  it  was  in 
package  form  and  did  not  bear  a  label  containing  the  name  and  place  of  busi¬ 
ness  of  the  manufacturer,  packer,  or  distributor. 

On  June  29,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  a  charitable  institution. 

3620.  Misbrandings  of  salad  dressings.  U.  S.  v.  30  Cases  of  Salad  Dressings.  De¬ 

fault  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  delivered  to  a  local 
charitable  orgsanlzatlon.  (P.  D.  C.  No.  6740.  Sample  Nos.  84526— E,  84724— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  French  dressing  consisting  essen¬ 
tially  of  peanut  oil,  vinegar,  and  spices,  with  little  or  no  olive  oil. 

On  January  20,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Jer¬ 
sey  filed  a  libel  against  30  cases,  each  containing  12  6-ounce  bottles,  of  salad 
dressing  at  Newark,  N.  J.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  on  or  about  November  21  and  December  31,  1941,  by  C.  F.  Mat- 
tlage  Sales  Co.  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It 
was  labeled  in  part:  (Bottles)  “You- All  Brand  French  Salad  Dressing.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  statement  in  the 
labeling,  “Made  with  imported  pure  olive  oil,  the  finest  salad  oil,”  was  false  and 
misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  containing  little  or  no  olive  oil;  and  (2)  in 
that  the  statement,  “Guaranteed  to  comply  with  all  pure  food  laws,”  was  false 
and  misleading  in  that  it  was  incorrect. 

On  April  23,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  a  local  charitable  organi¬ 
zation,  after  said  organization  had  destroyed  the  labels. 

3621.  Misbranding:  of  olcomarg:arine.  U.  S.  v.  50  Cases  of  Oleomargrarine.  Con¬ 

sent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond. 

(F.  D.  C.  No.  6660.  Sample  No.  54452-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  deficient  in  fat. 

On  January  6,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  50  cases,  each  containing  30  1-pound  cartons, 
of  oleomargarine  at  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped 
in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  December  11,  1941,  by  Capital  City  Products 
Co.  from  Columbus,  Ohio ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded  in  that  it  pur¬ 
ported  to  be  a  food  for  which  a  definition  and  standard  of  identity  had  been 
prescribed  by  regulations  as  provided  by  law,  but  it  failed  to  conform  to  such 
definition  and  standard  since  it  contained  less  than  80  percent  of  fat.  The  arti¬ 
cle  was  labeled  in  part :  “Kingnut  Brand  Vegetable  Oleomargarine.” 

On  January  23,  1942,  Capital  City  Products  Co.  having  appeared  as  claimant, 
judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released 
under  bond  to  be  brought  into  compliance  with  the  law  under  the  supervision  of 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration.  It  was  converted  into  oil. 

SACCHARINE  PRODUCTS 

CANDY 

8622.  Action  to  enjoin  and  restrain  distribution  in  interstate  commerce  of  adul¬ 
terated  candies.  U.  S.  v.  G.  T.  Edwards  (G.  T.  Edwards  &  Co.).  Consent 
decree  grranting:  permanent  Injunction.  (Inj.  No.  7.) 

On  January  14,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Georgia  filed  a  complaint  against  G.  T.  Edwards,  trading  as  G.  T.  Edwards  &  Co. 
at  Atlanta,  Ga.,  alleging  that  from  on  or  about  September  12,  1942,  to  the  date  of 
filing  the  complaint,  the  defendant  had  been  manufacturing,  packing,  and  shipping 
candy  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated 
with  filth ;  that  the  food  so  prepared  and  packed  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of 
a  filthy,  putrid,  and  decomposed  substance  that  was  unfit  for  food  and  was 
adulterated  in  violation  of  the  law ;  and  that  the  candy  so  prepared  and  packed 
was  being  offered  for  interstate  shipment.  The  complaint  alleged  further  that  the 
defendant  had  failed  to  remedy  the  defects  existing  in  his  plant  and  was  con¬ 
tinually  manufacturing  and  packing  adulterated  candy;  that  he  would  continue 
to  ship  such  adulterated  candy  in  interstate  commerce  unless  enjoined  from  doing 
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so ;  and  prayed  that  a  preliminary  injunction  issue  and  that  after  due  proceed¬ 
ings  the  preliminary  injunction  be  made  permanent. 

On  January  23,  1941,  the  defendant  having  consented,  a  preliminary  injunction 
was  granted ;  and  on  February  8,  1941,  the  defendant  having  admitted  the  allega¬ 
tions  of  the  complaint  and  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree,  judgment 
was  entered  perpetually  enjoining  and  restraining  the  defendant  and  anyone 
acting  on  his  behalf  from  introducing  and  delivering  for  introduction  in  interstate 
commerce  any  candy  or  other  food  product  that  was  adulterated  within  the 
meaning  of  the  law. 

3623.  Action  to  enjoin  and  restrain  distribution  of  Slend— R— Form,  a  misbranded 

candy.  U.  S.  v.  Riley  Products,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and  George  C.  Riley. 

Judgment  ordering  permanent  injunction.  (Inj.  No.  15.) 

On  February  2,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Illinois  filed  a  complaint  against  Riley  Products,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and  George 
0.  Riley,  an  officer  of  said  corporation,  alleging  that  the  defendants  for  several 
months  past,  and  more  particularly  on  or  about  October  28,  1940,  had  been  intro¬ 
ducing  and  delivering  for  introduction  in  interstate  commerce,  a  product  consist¬ 
ing  of  a  drug  and  a  food,  labeled  in  part  “Slend-R-Form  the  New  Candy,”  alleging 
that  it  was  in  form  and  appearance  ordinary  caramel  candy,  that  it  was  packed, 
distributed,  and  sold  by  the  defendants  in  cardboard  cartons  which  cartons  and 
smaller  cartons  contained  therein  and  accompanying  circulars  had  printed  thereon 
statements  with  reference  to  its  efficacy  and  the  quantity  of  administration 
thereof. 

The  complaint  alleged  further  that  the  labeling  of  the  article  w^as  false  and 
misleading  in  that  it  created  the  impression  in  the  minds  of  the  purchaser  that  it 
was  a  reducing  agent  and  that  when  consumed  in  the  manner  and  in  the  quantity 
recommended  in  the  labeling,  it  would  be  of  substantial  value  in  reducing  body 
weight,  whereas  it  contained  no  ingredients  or  combination  of  ingredients  capable 
of  producing  the  effects  claimed  for  it  as  a  reducing  agent  when  consumed  in 
accordance  with  the  directions  contained  in  the  labeling. 

The  complaint  alleged  further  that  the  defendants,  unless  restrained  by  the 
court,  would  continue  to  introduce  and  deliver  for  introduction  in  interstate 
commerce  the  said  article  or  a  similar  article  of  food  or  drugs  misbranded  in 
The  manner  aforesaid;  and  prayed '  that  they  be  permanently  enjoined  and 
restrained  from  doing  so,  and  that  a  temporary  restraining  order  and  preliminary 
injunction  issue.  On  the  same  date,  the  United  States  attorney  filed  a  motion  for 
an  order  to  show  cause  why  the  defendants  should  not  be  enjoined  and  restrained 
during  the  pendency  of  the  action. 

On  February  6,  1942,  the  court  entered  a  preliminary  injunction  against  the 
defendants  pursuant  to  the  prayer  contained  in  the  complaint. 

On  April  10,  1942,  the  cause  having  been  called  for  a  hearing,  judgment  was 
entered  permanently  enjoining  and  restraining  Riley  Products,  Inc.,  George  C. 
Riley,  their  agents,  employees,  and  representatives  and  all  others  acting  by  or 
under  their  direction  or  authority  or  in  active  concert  or  participation  with  them 
from  introducing  or  delivering  for  introduction  in  interstate  commerce,  the  prod¬ 
uct  labeled  in  part  “Slend-R-Form,  the  New  Candy”  or  a  similar  article  of  food  or 
drug  similarly  labeled.  It  was  provided  further  that  the  United  States  of  America 
recover  the  costs  of  the  action. 

3624.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  American  Candy  Manufacturingr  Co.  Plea 

of  jyuilty.  Fine,  $100.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  4166.  Sample  Nos.  35107-E,  35538-E, 

35539-E,  35692-E,  99024-E  to  99026-E,  incl.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  contaminated  with  rodent  hairs, 
insect  fragments,  and  miscellaneous  filth. 

On  August  25,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Alabama  filed  an  information  against  the  American  Candy  Manufacturing  Co., 
Selma,  Ala.,  alleging  shipment  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from 
on  or  about  August  5,  1940,  to  on  or  about  January  15,  1941,  from  the  State  of 
Alabama  into  the  States  of  Louisiana,  Florida,  and  Mississippi,  of  quantities  of 
candy  that  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy 
substance,  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby 
it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part : 
“Fairfield  Candy  Sticks,”  “Quick  Seller,”  or  “Mammoth  Peanut  Bar.” 

On  June  24,  1942,  a  plea  of  guilty  having  been  entered  on  behalf  of  the 
defendant,  the  court  imposed  a  fine  of  $100. 
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3625.  Misbranding  of  Ayds  candy.  U.  S.  v.  73  Packages  of  Ayds  Easy  Reducing 
Plan  Candy  (and  6  other  seizure  actions  against  Ayds  candy).  Default 
decrees  of  condemnation.  Portion  of  product  ordered  destroyed.  Re¬ 
mainder  ordered  distributed  to  charitable  institutions.  (F.  D,  C.  Nos. 
2334,  3162,  3600,  3601,  3670,  3999,  4752.  Sample  Nos.  15617-E,  27614-E, 
29201-E.  29202-E,  33794-E,  35926-E,  35935-E.) 

The  labeling  of  this  product  bore  false  and  misleading  representations  regard¬ 
ing  its  efficacy  as  a  reducing  agent. 

Between  July  11,  1940,  and  May  23,  1941,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the 
Eastern  District  of  Arkansas,  District  of  New  Jersey,  Southern  District  of  Ohio, 
and  the  Southern  District  of  Alabama  filed  libels  against  73  packages  of  Ayds 
candy  at  Little  Rock,  Ark.,  37  boxes  at  Elizabeth,  N.  J.,  160  various  sized  boxes 
at  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  97  various  sized  boxes  at  Mobile,  Ala.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the  period  from  on  or 
about  May  4  to  on  or  about  December  10,  1940,  by  the  Carlay  Co.,  Fuller  Labora¬ 
tories,  or  Fuller  Co.  from  Chicago,  Ill. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  name  “Ayds,”  the  designs 
of  slender  female  figures,  designs  of  slender  female  figures  superimposed  on 
obese  female  figures,  a  picture  entitled  “Before,”  showing  obese  woman  and  one 
entitled  “After,”  showing,  presumably,  the  same  individual  after  having  lost  40 
pounds,  and  a  poster  with  picture  of  a  female  figure  with  the  words  underneath 
“Now  Weighs  130  Lbs.  Weighed  160  Lbs.,”  appearing  in  the  labeling  of  the 
various  lots,  together  with  statements  in  circulars  accompanying  the  various 
shipments,  were  false  and  misleading  since  the  said  words,  designs,  pictures 
and  statements  created  the  impression  in  the  mind  of  the  reader  that  the  article, 
when  used  as  directed  and  in  conjunction  with  and  as  a  part  of  the  so-called 
plans  referred  to  in  the  circulars  as  No.  1  Plan  and  No.  2  Plan,  would  because 
of  its  composition  and  characteristics,  be  of  substantial  value  in  reducing 
body  weight ;  that  it  would  aid  the  consumer  to  reduce  pleasantly  and 
without  effort ;  and  would  aid  the  consumer  to  keep  the  weight  down  after  hav¬ 
ing  reduced  to  the  desired  weight  and  that  it  would  aid  the  consumer  to  cut 
down  on  the  amount  of  food  eaten  without  feeling  pangs  of  hunger,  distress, 
faintness  or  debilitation;  whereas  it  would  not  be  efficacious  for  the  purposes 
suggested. 

The  article,  with  the  exception  of  one  lot,  was  also  alleged  to  be  misbranded 
in  violation  of  the  provisions  of  the  law  applicable  to  drugs,  as  reported  in 
D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  592. 

Within  the  period  from  September  20, 1940  to  August  19,  1941,  no  claimant  hav¬ 
ing  appeared,  judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  those  lots  located 
at  Cincinnati  and  Mobile  were  ordered  distributed  to  various  charitable  institu¬ 
tions,  and  the  remaining  lots  were  ordered  destroyed. 

8626.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  25  Boxes,  10  Boxes,  and  10  Boxes  of  Candy. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7546. 
Sample  No.  77208-E.) 

This  product  contained  insect  fragments  and  hairs  resembling  those  of  rodents. 

On  or  about  May  21,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Dela¬ 
ware  filed  a  libel  against  45  boxes  of  candy  at  Wilmington,  Del.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  May  12,  1942, 
by  the  American  Caramel  Co.  from  Lancaster,  Pa. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and 
in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have 
become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Boxes)  “Cat 
Birds  80  for  “Ow-Wah  120”  or  “Kid  Gloves  80”]  CJount.” 

On  June  10, 1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8627.  Adulteratlou  of  marshmallows.  TJ.  S.  v.  21  Cases  of  Marshmallows.  De¬ 

fault  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7139.  Samole 
No.  72774-E.) 

This  product  contained  insect  fragments  and  wood  slivers. 

On  April  7,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Arizona  filed 
a  libel  against  21  cases,  each  containing  12  12-ounce  cellophane  bags,  of  marsh¬ 
mallows  at  Tucson,  Ariz.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate 
commence  on  or  about  January  14  and  March  9,  1942,  by  Anthony  Macaroni  & 
Cracker  Co.,  from  Los  Angeles,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  (1)  in 
that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  (2)  in  that  it  was 
confectionery  and  contained  a  nonnutritive  substance,  wood  slivers.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part:  “Party  Brand  ‘Softiest’  Marshmallows,” 
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On  May  11,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3628.  Adulteration  and  misbranding:  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  50  Cases  of  Candy,  De¬ 

fault  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  delivered  to  the  county 
authorities  for  use  as  hog  feed.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6872.  Sample  No.  87426— E.) 

Samples  of  this  product  were  found  to  contain  rodent  hairs  and  insect  fragments. 
It  was  also  short  of  the  declared  weight. 

On  February  18,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Southern  District 
of  West  Virginia  filed  a  libel  against  50  cases  of  candy  at  Bluefield,  W.  Va., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
January  29,  1942,  by  Armstrong  Candy  Manufacturing  Co.  from  Martel,  Tenn. ; 
and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  It  was  variously  labeled 
in  part:  “Armstrong’s  Goober  Candy  Bar,”  “Three  Cheers,”  “Pink  Lady,”  “Arm¬ 
strong’s  Coconut  Curls,”  “Plantation  Fudge,”  “Banana  Bits,”  “Chocolate  Log,” 
or  “Yum.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary 
conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statements,  “Net  Wt.  1%  Ozs.,” 
“Weight  IVs  Oz.,”  “Net  Wt.  IVs  Ozs.,”  “Net  Weight  ly^  Ozs.,”  and  “Net  Wt.  1  Oz.,” 
borne  on  the  labels,  were  false  and  misleading  as  applied  to  an  article  weighing 
less  than  the  statements  indicated ;  and  in  that  it  was  in  package  form  and  did  not 
bear  a  label  containing  an  accurate  statement  of  the  quantity  of  contents. 

On  June  16,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  the  county  authorities  for  use 
as  hog  feed. 

3629.  Adulteration  and  misbranding’  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  518  Boxes  of  Candy  (and 

3  additional  seizure  actions  against  candy).  Default  decrees  of  con¬ 
demnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  6582,  6634,  6717,  6774.  Sample 
Nos.  18606-E,  50360-E,  75829-E,  87279-E.) 

Hair  fragments  resembling  rodent  hairs  and  insect  fragments  were  found  in 
samples  taken  from  these  shipments.  In  one  of  the  lots  the  bottom  layer  was 
found  to  contain  only  approximately  two-thirds  as  many  pieces  of  candy  as  the 
top  layer. 

Between  December  22,  1941,  and  January  29,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys 
for  the  District  of  Maryland,  Southern  District  of  West  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Maine  filed  libels  against  420  1-pound  boxes,  66  2-pound  boxes,  and  32  4-pound 
boxes  of  candy  at  Frederick,  Md. ;  21%  dozen  1-pound  packages,  11  2-pound  pack¬ 
ages,  and  11  4-pound  packages  at  Charleston,  W.  Va. ;  and  102  1-pound  boxes  and 
10  cartons  each  containing  24  pound  boxes,  of  candy  at  Biddeford,  Maine, 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  within  the 
period  from  on  or  about  December  3,  1941,  to  on  or  about  January  13,  1942,  by  the 
Boston  Candy  Co.  from  Boston,  Mass. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated 
and  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Box)  “Town  Hall  *  *  * 

Chocolates  Manufactured  by  Fulton  Candy  Company,  Boston,  Mass.” ;  or  “Copley 
Assortment  *  *  ^  Manufactured  By  Boston  Candy  Company.” 

The  article  in  all  lots  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance.  The  “Copley  Assortment”  was  alleged  to 
be  adulterated  further  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions 
whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 

The  lot  of  Town  Hall  chocolates  located  at  Charleston,  W.  Va.,  was  alleged  to 
be  misbranded  in  that  their  containers  were  so  made,  formed,  or  filled  as  to  be 
misleading. 

Between  January  17  and  February  10,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared, 
judgments  of  condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3630.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  82  Boxes  of  Candy.  Default  decree  of 

condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6881.  Sample  No.  90367— E.) 

This  product  contained  hair  fragments  resembling  those  of  rodents. 

On  February  17,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Rhode 
Island  filed  a  libel  against  the  following  amounts  of  candy  at  Providence,  R.  I. — 
12  12-ounce  boxes,  16  half-pound  boxes,  45  1-pound  boxes,  and  9  2-pound  boxes, 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
January  20,  1942,  by  the  W.  H.  Cole  Chocolate  Co.  from  Boston,  Mass. ;  and 
charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a 
filthy  substance,  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions 
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whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled 
in  part :  “Colecrest  Chocolates.” 

On  April  22,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnai  on 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3631.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  49  Boxes,  49  Boxes,  32  Boxes,  and  32 

Boxes  of  Candy.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destructi  »n. 

(F.  D.  C.  Nos.  7078,  7447.  Sample  Nos.  48401-E,  48429-E,  48430-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  insect  fragments  and  hiir 
fragments  resembling  rodent  hairs. 

On  or  about  March  26  and  May  8,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the 
Eastern  and  the  Western  Districts  of  South  Carolina  filed  libels  against  49 
boxes  each  containing  40  bars  and  49  boxes  each  containing  60  bars  of  candy 
at  Hemingway,  and  64  boxes  each  containing  36  bars  of  candy  at  Anderson 
S.  C.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or 
about  March  9  and  April  18  and  22,  1942,  by  the  Cooper  Candy  Co.  from 
Atlanta,  Ga. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole 
or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary 
conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article 
was  labeled  in  part :  (Bars)  “Big  Chief.” 

On  May  15  and  June  9,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of 
condemnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3632.  Adulteration  of  eandy.  U.  S.  v.  34  Boxes  of  Butter  Creams.  Default  de¬ 

cree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7414.  Sample  No. 

59881-E.) 

This  product  contained  rodent  hair  fragments. 

On  April  29,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Maryland 
filed  a  libel  against  34  boxes  of  candy  at  Baltimore,  Md.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  April  3,  1942,  by  Eastern 
Candy  Co.  from  Philadelphia,  Pa. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that 
it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been 
prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contami¬ 
nated  with  filth.  The  article  M^as  labeled  in  part :  “72  Count  Butter  Creams.” 

On  June  9,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3633.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  51  Boxes  and  19  Boxes  of  Candy.  Default 

decree  of  condemnation  and  destruetlon.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7101.  Sample 

No.  70452-E.) 

This  product  contained  insect  fragments  and  hairs  resembling  those  of  rodents. 

On  April  10,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  South 
Carolina  filed  a  libel  against  51  boxes  of  assorted  candy  and  19  boxes  of  assorted 
candy  bars  at  Columbia,  S.  C.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  inter- 
' state  commerce  on  or  about  February  26  and  March  2  and  23,  1942,  by  Empire 
State  Candy  Co.  from  Athens,  Ga. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that 
it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it  had  been 
prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated 
with  filth.  A  portion  of  the  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (19  boxes)  “Jackpot 
Assortment.” 

On  May  15,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed.  Subsequently  the  product  was 
disposed  of  by  feeding  to  hogs. 

3634.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  9  Boxes  of  Candy  Corn.  Default  decree 

of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7328.  Sample  No.  8'5492-E.) 

This  product  contained  hairs  resembling  those  of  rodents. 

On  April  13,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon  filed  a 
libel  against  9  35-pound  boxes  of  candy  at  Portland,  Oreg.,  alleging  that  the 
article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  March  18,  1942,  by 
Herman  Goelitz  from  Oakland,  Calif. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in 
that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been 
prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated 
with  filth. 

On  May  11,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 
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3635.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  16  Boxes,  24  Boxes,  and  10  Boxes  of  Candy* 
Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6931. 
Sample  Nos.  71479-E  to  71481-E,  incl.) 

All  lots  of  this  product  contained  rodent  hairs  and  a  portion  also  contained 
insect  fragments  and  larvae. 

On  February  25,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  50  boxes  of  candy  at  Scott  Field,  Ill.,  alleging  that 
the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  January  21, 
1942,  by  the  Jack  Rabbit  Candy  Co.  from  St.  Louis,  Mo. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in 
that  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have 
become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Boxes)  “24 
Pcs.  5c  Peanut  [or  “Ko-Pe”  or  “Horehound”]  Bars.” 

On  May  2,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

8636.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  5^/^  Cases,  3  Boxes,  4  Boxes,  and  55  Boxes 
of  Candy.  Default  decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C. 

Nos.  7481,  7526,  7532.  Sample  Nos.  1153-E,  59891-E,  87798-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  was  contaminated  with  filth,  such  as 
rodent  hairs,  insects,  insect  fragments,  and  larvae. 

On  May  8,  18,  and  19,  1942,  the  United  States  attorneys  for  the  District  of 
Maryland  and  the  District  of  Columbia  filed  libels  against  55  1-pound  boxes  and 
5%  cases,  each  full  case  containing  24  1-pound  boxes,  of  candy  at  Baltimore,  Md., 
and  7  5-pound  boxes  of  candy  at  Washington,  D.  C.,  alleging  that  the  article  had 
been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  March  7  and  April  27,  1942,  by 
Jane  Louise  Candies,  Inc.,  from  Lancaster,  Pa. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adul¬ 
terated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that 
it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become 
contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part:  (Boxes)  “Ye  Olde 
Colonial  Assorted  Chocolates,”  “Peanuts,”  “Molasses  Chips,”  or  “Lady  Jane 
Chocolates.” 

On  June  10,  16,  and  24,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgments  of  con¬ 
demnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3637.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  19  Boxes  and  9  Boxes  of  Candy  (and  2  other 

seizure  actions  a^^ainst  candy).  Decrees  of  condemnation  and  destruc¬ 
tion.  (F.  D.  C.  Nos.  7533,  7534,  7550.  Sample  Nos.  89543-E,  98121-E  to 
98124-E,  incl.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  insect  fragments  and  hair 
fragments  resembling  those  of  rodents. 

On  May  22  and  25,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Maine 
and  the  Eastern  District  of  New  York  filed  libels  against  28  boxes  of  candy  at 
Bangor  and  38  boxes  of  candy  at  Lewiston,  Maine,  and  654  boxes  of  candy  at 
Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  April  29  and  May  1  and  2,  1942,  by  Shaghalian’s,  Inc.,  from  Boston, 
Mass. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in 
part  of  a  filthy  substance ;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under  insanitary  con¬ 
ditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth.  The  article  was 
labeled  in  part :  “Chocolate  Peanut  Cluster” ;  “Chocolate  Shots  Peppermint” ; 
“Chocolate  Cocoanut  Croquettes” ;  “Chocolate  Covered  Peanuts” ;  “Lady  Anne 
Assorted  Milk  Chocolates” ;  or  “Miniaturette  Petit  Chocolates.” 

In  June,  1942,  Shagalian’s,  Inc.,  claimant  for  the  candy  seized  at  Bangor  and 
Lewiston,  Maine,  having  consented  to  the  entry  of  decrees,  and  on  June  26,  1942, 
no  claimant  having  appeared  for  the  remainder  of  the  candy,  judgments  of  con¬ 
demnation  were  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3638.  Adulteration  of  candy.  U.  S.  v.  46  Boxes  of  Candy.  Default  decree  of 

condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  7463.  Sample  No.  70363— E.) 

This  product  contained  hairs  resembling  those  of  rodents. 

On  May  6, 1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of  Georgia 
filed  a  libel  against  46  boxes  of  candy  at  Atlanta,  Ga.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  April  14, 1942,  by  York  Cone 
Co.  from  York,  Pa. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance;  and  in  that  it  had  been  prepared  under 
insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contaminated  with  filth. 
The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  (Boxes)  “80  Count  York  Malted  Milk  Flavored 
Wafers  Munchies.” 
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On  June  3,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed.  Subsequently  the  product  was 
delivered  to  a  Federal  institution  to  be  used  as  hog  feed. 

3639.  Misbranding:  of  rock  candy  crystals.  U.  S.  v.  54  Boxes  of  Rock  Candy 

Crystals.  Default  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  distributed  to 

charitable  institutions.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6323.  Sample  No.  49823— E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  consisted  of  coarse  sucrose  crystals, 
which  occupied  on  an  average  about  62  percent  of  the  capacity  of  the  container. 

On  December  2,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Louisiana  filed  a  libel  against  54  boxes,  each  containing  24  packages,  of  rock 
candy  crystals  at  Shreveport,  La.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in 
interstate  commerce  on  or  about  October  30  and  November  3,  1941,  by  Martin 
Candy  Co.  from  Dallas,  Tex. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  its  container  was  so  made 
and  filled  as  to  be  misleading,  since  the  packages  were  too  large  for  the  amount 
of  crystals  they  contained  and  the  crystals  did  not  occupy  a  reasonable  amount  of 
the  available  space. 

It  also  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  under  the  provisions  of  the  law  applicable 
to  drugs,  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  638. 

On  February  16,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  disposed  of  as  provided  by  law.  It 
was  distributed  to  charitable  institutions. 

MISCELLANEOUS 

3640.  Adulteration  of  sug^ar.  U.  S.  v.  250  Bagrs  of  Siigrar.  Consent  decree  of  con¬ 

demnation.  Pro<luct  ordered  released  under  bond.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6817. 

Sample  79170-E.) 

This  product  had  been  stored  under  insanitary  conditions  after  shipment  and 
when  examined  was  found  to  be  contaminated  with  rodent  excreta  and  urine 
resulting  from  such  storage  conditions. 

On  March  7,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Tennessee  filed  a  libel  against  250  lOO-pound  bags  of  sugar  at  Martel,  Tenn., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about 
May  11,  1941,  from  New  Orleans,  La. ;  that  it  was  in  possession  of  the  Armstrong 
Candy  Manufacturing  Co.,  Martel,  Tenn. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated 
in  that  it  consisted  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  substance,  and  in  that  it  had 
been  held  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become  contami¬ 
nated  with  filth.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Godchaux’s  Pure  Can  Sugar.” 

On  April  8,  1942,  the  Armstrong  Candy  Manufacturing  Co.,  Martel,  Tenn., 
having  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered 
and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  brought 
into  compliance  with  the  law  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration.  The  product  was  returned  to  the  refinery  for  re-refining. 

3641.  Adulteration  and  misbranding:  of  sirup.  U.  S.  v.  49  Dozen  Jars  of  Sirup. 

Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6698. 

Sample  No.  30488— E.) 

This  product  was  labeled  to  indicate  that  it  consisted  of  cane  and  maple  sirups, 
whereas  it  contained  a  large  proportion  of  glucose  and  was  artifically  flavored 
and  artificially  colored.  It  was  also  short  of  the  declared  volume. 

On  January  12,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Michigan  filed  a  libel  against  49%  dozen  jars  of  sirup  at  Detroit,  Mich.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  December 
13,  1941,  by  the  Tourlaine  Food  Products,  Inc.,  from  Chicago,  Ill. ;  and  charging 
that  it  was  adulterated  and  misbranded.  The  article  was  labeled  in  part :  “Click 
Waffle  &  Pancake  Syrup  Contents  11  FI.  Oz.  Contains  Cane  and  Maple  Syrups.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  an  artifically  flavored  and 
artificially  colored  substance  containing  a  material  proportion  of  glucose  had 
been  substituted  for  cane  and  maple  sirups,  which  it  purported  to  be. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  (1)  in  that  the  statements  on  the  label,  “Con¬ 
tains  Cane  and  Maple  Syrups”  and  “Contents  11  FI.  Oz.,”  were  false  and  mis¬ 
leading  when  applied  to  an  artificially  flavored  and  artificially  colored  substance 
containing  a  material  proportion  of  glucose  and  which  was  short  volume;  (2) 
in  that  it  was  an  imitation  of  another  food;  (3)  in  that  it  was  in  package  form 
and  its  label  did  not  bear  an  accurate  statement  of  the  quantity  of  the  contents; 
and  (4)  in  that  it  was  fabricated  from  two  or  more  ingredients  and  its  label  did 
not  bear  the  common  or  usual  name  of  each  ingredient. 
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Oil  February  5,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

FOODS  FOR  SPECIAL  DIETARY  USE 

VITAMIN  PREPARATIONS 

3G42.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  Dean’s  Vitamin  Concentrate  Capsules. 

U.  S.  V.  8  Dozen  Retail  Cartons  of  Dean’s  Vitamin  Concentrate  Capsules. 
Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5962. 
Sample  No.  42956-E.) 

This  product  was  labeled  as  containing  1,000  units  of  vitamin  D  per  capsule 
and  was  also  labeled  to  indicate  that  it  contained  a  substantial  amount  of  vitamin 
G  (B2)  ;  whereas  it  contained  not  more  than  800  units  of  vitamin  D  and  but  an 
inconsequential  amount  of  vitamin  G  (B2),  namely,  approximately  one-eightieth 
the  minimum  daily  requirement. 

On  October  7,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Pennsylvania  filed  a  libel  against  8  dozen  cartons,  each  containing  25  dozen  cap¬ 
sules,  of  the  above-named  product  at  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  alleging  that  the  article 
had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  April  18,  1941,  by  Purity 
Drug  Co.,  Inc.,  from  Passaic,  N.  J. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  and 
misbranded. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent,  namely, 
vitamin  D,  had  been  in  whole  or  in  part  omitted  or  abstracted  therefrom.  It 
was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  statements,  “Each  Capsule  Contains 
Not  Less  Than  ***!-•  Vitamin  D  1,000  units  *  ♦  *  Vitamin  Concentrate 

Capsules  containing  vitamins  *  *  *  g  (B2),”  were  false  and  misleading 

when  applied  to  an  article  containing  less  than  1,000  units  of  vitamin  D  and  but 
an  inconsequential  amount  of  riboflavin  (vitamin  G  or  Bo). 

It  was  also  alleged  to  be  adulterated  and  misbranded  under  the  provisions  of 
the  law  applicable  to  drugs,  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  627. 

Oh  November  25,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

364.3.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  vitamin  tablets.  U.  S.  v.  27,500  Vitamin 
Tablets.  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C. 

No.  7054.  Sample  No.  30494-E.) 

This  product  was  represented  to  contain  625  units  of  vitamin  D  per  tablet  but 
contained  not  more  than  470  units  of  vitamin  D  per  tablet. 

On  March  18,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
IVIichigan  filed  a  libel  against  27,500  vitamin  tablets  at  Detroit,  Mich.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce  on  or  about  January  5, 
1942,  by  Strong,  Cobb  &  Co.,  Inc.  from  Cleveland,  Ohio ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
adulterated  and  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part :  “Vitamin  A  &  D  Tablets.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent,  namely, 
vitamin  D,  had  been  wholly  or  in  part  omitted  or  abstracted  therefrom. 

It  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  statements  on  the  label  pertaining  to 
its  vitamin  D  content,  “Active  Ingredients  Only — Per  Tablet  Vitamin  D  (Vios- 
Terol)  625  Units  Each  Tablet  Contains  The  Equivalent  of  Two  Teaspoonsfulls 
Cod  Liver  Oil  Minimum  USP  Strength  in  Vitamin  Potency,”  were  false  as  applied 
to  an  article  that  contained  not  more  than  470  U.  S.  P.  units  of  vitamin  D  per 
tablet. 

The  article  was  also  charged  to  be  adulterated  and  misbranded  in  violation  of 
the  provisions  of  the  law  applicable  to  drugs  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  724. 

On  May  5,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation  was 
entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

3644.  Misbranding  of  Ili-V  Vitamins  capsules.  U.  S.  v.  48  Dozen  and  24  Dozen 
Cartons  of  Hi-V  Vitamins.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product 
ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6027.  Sample 
No.  87506-E.) 

The  labeling  of  this  product  bore  false  and  misleading  claims  regarding  its 
efficacy  to  restore  and  maintain  health  and  prevent  or  correct  disease  conditions, 
and  represented  that  it  contained  all  the  vitamins  essential  in  normal  nutrition ; 
but  it  did  not  contain  riboflavin  or  nicotinic  acid,  two  substances  whose  absence 
from  the  diet  may  be  the  cause  of  vitamin  deficiency  diseases. 

On  February  25,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  District  of  Maryland 
filed  a  libel  against  72  dozen  cartons  of  Hi-V  Vitamins  at  Baltimore,  Md.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  January  19,  1942,  by  the  Hi-V 
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Vitamin  Corporation  from  New  York,  N.  Y. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded. 
It  was  labeled  in  part:  “6250  U.  S.  P.  Units  Vitamin  A  (from  fish  liver  oils)  350 
Int.  Units  Vitamin  Bi  (Thiamin  chloride)  300  U.  S.  P.  Units  Vitamin  C  (Ascorbic 
acid)  625  U.  S.  P.  Units  Vitamin  D  (Irradiated  Ergosterol) 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  statements  in  an  accompanying 
circular  entitled  “What  You  should  know  about  Vitamins,”  representing,  suggest¬ 
ing,  and  creating  in  the  mind  of  the  reader  the  impression  that  health  could  be 
assured  by  its  consumption ;  that  the  average  individual  requires  vitamin  supple¬ 
ments  of  the  type  that  it  supplied  in  order  to  obtain  maximum  health ;  that  the 
average  individual  is  likely  to  be  suffering  from  lack  of  vitality,  lack  of  energy, 
poor  appetite,  and  impaired  digestion  because  of  inadequate  vitamin  intake  from 
his  food ;  that  its  consumption  as  directed,  in  the  majority  of  cases,  would  prevent 
or  correct  the  disease  conditions  resulting  from  inadequate  vitamin  intake ;  and 
that  it  contained  all  the  vitamins  essential  in  normal  nutrition,  were  false  and 
misleading  since  it  would  not  fulfill  the  promises  implied  and  it  did  not  contain 
riboflavin  or  nicotinic  acid,  two  vitamins  essential  in  normal  nutrition. 

It  also  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  under  the  provisions  of  the  law  applicable 
to  drugs,  as  reported  in  D,  D.  N.  J.  No.  691. 

On  March  26,  1942,  the  Hi-V  Vitamin  Corporation  having  admitted  the  allega¬ 
tions  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was 
ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled.  On  the  same  date  the  product  was 
relabeled  by  removal  from  the  carton  of  the  circular  entitled  “What  You  should 
know  about  Vitamins.” 

3645.  Misbranding-  of  Quaker  Puffed  Wheat  Sparkies.  U.  S.  v.  154  Cases  of 

Quaker  Puffed  Wheat  Sparkies.  Default  decree  of  condemnation.  Prod¬ 
uct  ordered  delivered  to  a  Federal  institution.  (F.  D.  C,  No.  4966.  Sample 
No,  47829-E.) 

This  product  was  falsely  labeled  regarding  its  vitamin  content  and  its  thera¬ 
peutic  qualities. 

On  June  23,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of  Michi¬ 
gan  filed  a  libel  against  154  cases,  each  containing  24  4-ounce  packages,  of  Quaker 
Puffed  Wheat  Sparkies  at  Detroit,  Mich.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been 
shipped  by  the  Quaker  Oats  Co.  from  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa,  on  or  about  March  18, 
1941;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded.  It  was  labeled  in  part:  (Box 
label)  “The  ‘Vitamin  Rain’  Breakfast  Food.” 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  designs,  devices,  and  state¬ 
ments  in  the  labeling  were  false  and  misleading  since  they  created  the  impres¬ 
sion  that  it  contained  vitamins  A,  Bi,  C,  D,  and  G  in  consequential  amounts, 
and  that  it  would  be  effective  in  preventing  colds  and  infections,  in  producing 
healthy  nerves,  normal  growth,  good  teeth,  strong  bones,  and  other  desirable 
attributes ;  whereas  it  contained  no  vitamins  A  or  C  and  only  inconsequential 
amounts  of  vitamins  Bi  and  G,  and  it  would  not  be  eff  'Ctive  in  preventing  colds 
and  infections,  nor  in  producing  healthy  nerves,  normal  growth,  good  teeth, 
strong  bones,  and  other  desirable  attributes. 

It  was  also  alleged  to  be  misbranded  under  the  provisions  of  the  law  applicable 
to  drugs,  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  580. 

On  December  3,  1941,  no  claimaint  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  delivered  to  a  nearby  Federal 
institution. 

3646.  Misbranding  of  -tvlieat  germ.  TJ.  S.  v.  9%  Cases  of  Golden  Harvest  Wheat 

Germ.  Default  deeree  of  eondemnation  and  destruetion.  (F.  D.  C.  No. 

'7059.  Sample  No.  76377- E.) 

The  label  of  this  product  contained  misleading  claims,  as  explained  hereinafter. 

On  or  about  March  23,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Iowa  filed  a  libel  against  9%  cases,  each  containing  12  8-ounce  cans,  of 
Golden  Harvest  Wheat  Germ  at  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  which  had  been  consigned 
by  the  Wheat  Products  Co.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or 
about  February  23,  1942,  from  Omaha,  Nebr. ;  and  charging  that  it  was 
misbranded. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  the  following  statements 
appearing  on  the  label,  “One  of  Nature’s  richest  sources  of  B-1,  E  and  G  the 
Vitamins  necessary  for  normal  Health  and  Growth.  Vitamin  B-1  promotes 
nervous  stability— intestinal  regularity— digestion  and  stimulates  the  appetite. 
Also  vital  to  pregnant  and  nursing  mothers.  Vitamin  E  is  thought  to  increase 
the  mineral  nutrition  to  the  muscular  and  nervous  tissues.  Vitamin  G  is  nec¬ 
essary  to  growth  and  development.  It  promotes  *  *  ♦  vitality.  Vitamin 
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A  promotes  a  feeling  of  well  being  and  is  essential  in  the  resistance  to  infection, 
notably  of  Eyes,  Lungs,  Tonsils,  Sinuses  and  Intestinal  Tract.  ♦  *  *  Wheat 

Germ  contain  organic  calcium,  phosphorus  and  iron  so  necessary  for  rich 
blood,  strong  teeth  and  bones.  This  combination  of  vitamins  and  minerals  helps 
build  vital  resistance,”  were  misleading  since  it  would  not  accomplish  the  results 
nor  fulfill  the  promises  of  benefit  represented  or  suggested. 

On  April  10,  1942,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemnation 
was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

MISCELLANEOUS 

3647.  Misbranding  of  papaya  sirup.  U.  S.  v.  243  Dozen  Bottles  and  46  Dozen 

Bottles  of  Tropical’s  Original  Papaya  Syrup.  Consent  decree  of  condem¬ 
nation.  Product  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be  relabeled.  (F.  D.  C. 

No.  4857.  Sample  No.  62052-E.) 

The  labeling  of  this  product  contained  false  and  misleading  health  claims. 

On  June  10,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of  Illi¬ 
nois  filed  a  libel  against  289  dozen  bottles  of  papaya  sirup  at  Chicago,  111.,  alleging 
that  the  article  had  been  shipped  on  or  about  February  25,  1941,  by  Tropical  Fruit 
Products  from  St.  Louis,  Mo. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  misbranded. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  representations  in  the  label¬ 
ing  that  it  would  supply  energy  food  which  could  be  easily  absorbed ;  that  it 
would  promote  health  and  build  energy,  thus  making  one  feel  more  alive  and 
full  of  pep ;  that  it  would  reduce  the  absorption  of  poisonous  toxins  and  stomach 
distress ;  that  it  was  an  alkalizer  and  body  builder ;  that  it  would  prevent  kidney, 
liver,  and  stomach  diseases  and  keep  the  skin  clear ;  that  it  was  an  appropriate 
treatment  for  anemia,  gastritis,  indigestion,  constipation,  arthritis,  rheumatism, 
ulcers,  colitis,  sinusitis,  infiuenza,  colds,  dysentery  and  obesity;  and  that  it 
would  increase  the  stature  of  children,  were  false  and  misleading  since  it  would 
not  be  eflicacious  for  such  purposes. 

It  also  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  under  the  provisions  of  the  law  applicable 
to  drugs,  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  636. 

On  June  24,  1941,  C.  O.  Pinkard,  claimant,  having  admitted  the  allegations  of 
the  libel,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered 
released  under  bond  conditioned  that  it  be  relabeled  under  the  supervision 
of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration. 

3648.  Adulteration  and  misbranding  of  Cal— Par.  U.  S.  v.  26  Dozen  Packages 

and  6  Dozen  Packages  of  Cal— Par  witli  circulars  entitled  “Dr.  Parrish’s 
7  Day  Reducing  Plan”  and  display  cards  entitled  “Lose  Fat.”  Default 
decree  of  condemnation  and  destruction.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  5237.  Sample 
No.  61018-E.) 

This  product,  which  consisted  of  wheat  germ,  wheat  bran,  crystalline  material, 
and  wheat  flour,  was  found  to  contain  less  than  50  percent  of  the  amount  of 
phosphorus  claimed.  Its  labeling  also  bore  false  and  misleading  claims  regard¬ 
ing  its  value  as  a  weight  reducer  and  as  a  treatment  for  various  diseases  and 
disease  conditions. 

On  or  about  August  12, 1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District 
of  Washington  filed  a  libel  against  26  dozen  7-ounce  packages  and  6  dozen  16-ounce 
packages  of  Cal-Par,  together  with  all  circulars  entitled  “Dr.  Parrish’s  7  Day 
Reducing  Plan”  and  all  display  cards  entitled  ‘‘Lose  Fat”  at  Seattle,  Wash., 
alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  by  Hood  Products  Corjwration  from 
New  York,  N.  Y.,  on  May  10  and  14,  1941 ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated 
and  misbranded. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  in  that  a  valuable  constituent,  namely, 
phosphorus,  had  been  in  whole  or  in  part  omitted  therefrom. 

The  article  was  alleged  to  be  misbranded  in  that  representations  in  the  labeling 
that  it  would  supply  the  average  person’s  daily  needs  of  phosphorus;  that  it 
would  build  strong  teeth,  sturdy  bones,  firm  flesh,  pliant  muscles,  and  effi¬ 
cient  brain  cells;  that  it  was  an  aid  for  underweight  and  for  reducing  over¬ 
weight  ;  that  it  would  protect  the  user  against  nervousness,  tiredness,  sleepless¬ 
ness,  and  lack  of  pep  and  vigor;  that  it  would  prevent  heart  trouble,  nervous 
disorders,  kidney  complaints,  liver  ailments,  digestive  upsets,  eye  afflictions,  and 
many  other  ailments  due  to  the  lack  of  certain  vitamins  and  minerals ;  that  it 
would  aid  in  maintaining  the  acid-base  equilibrium  of  the  blood ;  that  it  would 
furnish  nourishment  to  nerves  and  the  brain ;  that  it  constituted  an  adequate 
treatment  in  anemia  conditions,  run-down  conditions,  and  sinus  trouble;  and 
would  relieve  the  pains  of  arthritis  and  rheumatism,  were  false  and  misleadinii 
since  it  would  not  be  efficacious  for  such  purposes. 
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It  also  was  alleged  to  be  adulterated  and  misbranded  under  the  provisions  of 
the  law  applicable  to  drugs,  as  reported  in  D.  D.  N.  J.  No.  677. 

On  December  30,  1941,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  judgment  of  condemna¬ 
tion  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  destroyed. 

MISCELLANEOUS 

3649.  Adulteration  of  chocolate  coating:.  TJ.  S.  v.  58  Cases,  20  Cases,  and  91  Cases 

of  Chocolate  Coating.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered 
released  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  4928.  Sample  Nos. 
61015-E  to  61017-E,  incl.) 

The  warehouse  in  which  this  product  had  been  stored  after  shipment  was 
rodent-infested,  and  rodents  had  chewed  through  the  wrappers  of  a  number  of 
slabs  of  the  coating. 

On  June  25,  1941,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Washington  filed  a  libel  against  169  50-pound  cases  of  chocolate  coating  at  Seattle, 
Wash.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  within  the  period  from  on  or 
about  July  14,  1939,  to  on  or  about  February  26,  1941,  that  it  was  in  possession 
of  the  Parisian  Candy  Co.,  at  Seattle,  Wash. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated 
in  that  it  had  been  held  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  become 
contaminated  with  filth. 

On  July  17,  1941,  Joseph  Vinikow,  claimant,  having  consented  to  the  entry 
of  a  decree,  judgment  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered 
released  under  bond  to  be  reconditioned  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  for  purposes  of  human  consumption.  The  edges  of  slabs 
showing  possible  contamination  by  rodents  were  trimmed  and  each  slab  was 
wrapped  in  clean  paper.  Badly  damaged  slabs  were  entirely  discarded  and 
soaked  with  stove  oil. 

3650.  Adulteration  of  dried  red  peppers.  U.  S.  v.  858  Bags  of  Dried  Red  Pep¬ 

pers.  Consent  decree  of  condemnation.  Product  ordered  released  under 
bond  to  be  restored  to  a  merchantable  condition.  (F.  D.  C.  No.  6603. 
Sample  No.  66780-E.) 

Examination  showed  that  this  product  contained  rodent  pellets,  insects,  and 
insect  larvae,  and  that  it  was  decomposed,  as  evidenced  by  the  presence  of  mold. 

On  or  about  January  6,  1942,  the  United  States  attorney  for  the  Northern 
District  of  Illinois  filed  a  libel  against  858  30-pound  bags  of  dried  red  peppers  at 
Chicago,  Ill.,  alleging  that  the  article  had  been  shipped  in  interstate  commerce 
on  or  about  September  22,  1941,  by  Evangeline  Pepper  &  Food  Prod,  from  St. 
Martinville,  La. ;  and  charging  that  it  was  adulterated  in  that  it  consisted  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  a  filthy  and  decomposed  substance,  and  in  that  it  had  been 
prepared,  packed,  or  held  under  insanitary  conditions  whereby  it  might  have  be¬ 
come  contaminated  with  filth. 

Oq  February  3,  1942,  Leo  J.  Bulliard,  claimant,  having  admitted,  for  the 
purposes  of  the  proceedings  only,  the  allegations  of  the  libel,  judgment  of  condem¬ 
nation  was  entered  and  the  product  was  ordered  released  under  bond  to  be 
restored  to  a  merchantable  condition  under  the  supervision  of  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration.  The  objectionable  xwrtions  of  the  product  were  destroyed. 
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PRODUCTS 


N.  J.  No. 


N.  J.  No 


Apple(s) . 3526 

butter- . 3571 

evaporated _ _ 3577,3578 

Apricots,  dried . 3579 

Ayds  candy . . 3625 

Bakery  products . 3448-3452 

Beans,  dried _  3587,  3588 

frijole,  canned _ _ 3539 

Beverage  materials . . . .  3426,  3427 

Blackberries,  canned _ 3529-3532 

Bread _ _ - .  3448,3449 

Buckwheat  flour _ _ _ i  3428 

and  corn  flour. _ _  3429 

Butter _ 3454-3494 

Cakes  and  cookies _ _  3450,  3451 

Cal-Par _ _ — . . .  3648 

Candy . .  2  3622-3639 

Cereal  products . 3428-3452 

Cheese . 3495-3503 

Cherries,  canned... . 3531,3533,3534 

Chocolate  coating . . 3649 

Chocolate-Fudge  Flake.. . 3426 

Citrus  peel . 3527,3528 

Cod-liver  oil,  poultry.. . . . 3453 

Corn,  canned- . 3540,3541 

meal . 3440-3445 

Crab  meat . . . i  3513-3518 

Dairy  products.. _ 3454-3504 

Danish  pastry _  3449 

Dean’s  Vitamin  Concentrate  Capsules _  3642 

Doughnut  mixture _  3439 

Egg(s) _ 3505-3512 

dried . . 3506 

frozen. . . s  3507-3511 

shell _ 3512 

yolk,  dried _ 3505 

Feed _ 3453 

Fish,  frozen _ _ 3.520,3521 

Fisheries  products.. _ _  3513-3525 

Flour _ 3428-3439 

Fruit (s)  and  vegetable (s).. _ 3526-3588 

canned _ _ 3529-3537,3539-3549 

citrus  peel . 3527,3528 

dried.. . 3577-3588 

fresh . . . 3526 

glace . 3538 

juice _ 3554 

products _ _ 3550-3576 

tomatoes  and  tomato  products _ _  3549-3570 

Grape  flavor _ 3427 

Grapefruit,  canned . . . 3535 

Hickory  nuts . . 3607 

Hi-V  Vitamins . . 3644 

Huckleberries,  canned . 3536 

Macaroni  products . .  3446, 3447 

Milk,  condensed . . 3504 

Noodles _ _ -  -  3447 

Nuts  and  nut  products . . . 3592-3610 

Oils  and  fats . 3611-3621 

Oleomargarine . . 3621 


Pancake  flour.. . 

and  waflBe  flour _ _ _ 

Papaya  sirup _ _ _ 

Peaches,  dried . . . 

Peanut  butter _ .■ . . 

Peanuts . . . . . 

Pears,  canned . . . . 

dried _ _ 

Peas,  canned _ 

Pecans _ _ _ 

Pepper  hulls  in  brine . . 

Pepper  sauce _ _ 

Perch,  frozen _ _ _ _ 

Pickle  (s) . . - . 

relish. _ 

Pineapple  slices,  glace _ 

Pinon  nuts _ _ 

Pistachio  nuts . . . . 

Poultry . . . . 

Preserves _ _ 

Prunes _ 

Red  peppers,  dried _ _ _ 

Reducing  preparations _ 

Relish,  pickle _ _ 

sweet _ _ 

Rock  candy  crystals _ _ 

Rolls _ _ 

Rye  flour _ _ _ 

Rye  meal _ _ _ _ 

Salad  dressing-- _ _ 

Salmon,  canned _ _ 

Sardines,  canned _ 

Sea-Clo-400-D _ _ _ 

Self-rising  flour _ 

Shrimp,  frozen _ 

Sirup,  cane  and  maple _ 

Slend-R-Form _ 

Spaghetti  and  meat  balls  _ 

Spaghetti  sauce.  See  Tomato  sauce. 

Spinach,  canned _ 

Sugar - - - 

Tomato  (es) _ _ _ 

canned... . . . 

catsup _ _ _ 

juice . . . . . 

paste _ 

puree _ _ 

sauce.. - - - 

soup . . . . 

Tortillas.. . . . 

Tullibees _ 

Turkeys _ 

Turnip  greens,  canned _ _ 

Vanilla  flavor _ 

Velveeta _ .-  - _ _ 

Vitamin  preparations . . . 

Walnuts _ 

black. . . . . . 

Wheat  germ _ _ _ _ 

puffed. _ _ _ 


_  3426 

-  . 3430 

. .  3647 

_  3579-3581 

_  3608-3610’^ 

_  3600  ^ 

. .  3537 

. .  3582 

_  3542-3545 

_  3592-3599 

. . -  3576 

_  3573 

_  3520,3521 

_  3574 

. 3574 

. . 3538 

. .  3601 

_  3602 

_  3589-3591  . 

_  3572 

_  3583-3586 

_  3650 

1  3624,  3625,  3648 

_  3574 

. .  3575 

.  3639 

.  3449 

_  3431 

.  13428 

. . 3620 

_  3522 

_  3523,3524 

. .  3453 

_  3435-3437 

_  3519 

_  3641 

—  . .  13623 

.  3446 

.  3546 

. .  3640 

. .  3549-3570 

_  3549 

_  3550-3553 

_  3554 

.  3550,3555-3558 
.  3550,3559-3568 

. .  3569 

. -  3570 

. : _  3452 

. 3525 

.  3589,3590 

.  3547,3548 

_  3426 

_  3502 

.  3453,3642-3646 

_  3603-3607 

_  3605,3606 

_  3646 

.  3646 


•  No.  3508  contains  an  opinion  of  the  court. 


1  Permanent  injunction  issued. 

*  Nos.  3622  and  3623  report  issuance  of  permanent 
injunctions. 
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Ada  Milling  Co.:  in-j-ino. 

flour _  3432 

Addison  Packing  Co.: 

sardines,  canned _  3523,  3524 

Alabama  Products  Canning  Co.,  Inc.: 

turnip  greens,  canned _ 3547 

Amarillo  Creamery  Co.: 

butter _ 3464 

American  Candy  Manufacturing  Co.: 

candy _ _ 3624 

American  Caramel  Co.: 

candy _  3626 

American  Pistachio  Corporation: 

pistachio  nuts _ 3602 

Anthony  Macaroni  &  Cracker  Co.; 

marshmallows _ 3627 

Anthony  Pure  Milk  Co.: 

butter - 3469 

Armour  Creameries: 

Cheddar  cheese _ _ _ « 3496 

Armstrong  Candy  Manufacturing  Co.: 

candy - 3628 

sugar.. . 3640 

Ashley’s: 

tortillas _ 3452 

Atlantic  Fish  &  Oyster  Co.: 

tullibees _ 3525 

Barrett  Cooperative  Creamery: 

butter _  3465 

Becker,  R.  M.  See  Ideal  Creamery. 

Bell  Co-operative  Cannery: 

tomato  soup . . . 3570 

Belzer  Egg  Products  Co.: 

eggs,  frozen _ 3507 

Belzer,  Marvin.  See  Belzer  Egg  Products 
Co. 

Big  Fork  Valley  Cooperative  Assoc.: 

butter _ 3457 

Biloxi  Seafood  Co.: 

crab  meat.. _ 3516 

Blue  Bonnett  Creamery: 

butter _ .... _  3464 

Blue  Grass  Cooiperative  Creamery: 

butter _  3458 

Blue  Ribbon  Creamery: 

butter _ _ 3466 

Bohle  Creamery  Co.: 

butter . . .  3467 

Borden  Co.: 

butter . 3468 

Borders  Pure  Milk  Co.: 

butter _ _ _ _ - .  3469 

Boston  Candy  Co.: 

candy _  3629 

Bradbury  Produce: 

eggs,  frozen.. _ _ 3510 

Brooklawn  Creamery  Co.: 

butter _ 3470 

Brough  Canning  Corporation; 

grapefruit,  canned . . 3535 

Bruce’s  Food  Products  Co.: 

I)epper  sauce _ 3573 

Brush  Creek  Cheese  Factory: 

Cheddar  cheese . 3495 

Busalacchi,  T.  <k  J.,  Inc.: 

fish,  frozen _  3520, 3521 

California  Federation  of 
Cooperatives: 

tomato  soup . 3570 

California  Prune  &  Apricot 
Growers  Association: 

prunes . 3584 

Capaldi,  G.,  &  Son,  Inc.: 

spaghetti  and  meat  balls .  3446 

Capital  City  Products  Co.: 

oleomargarine . . 3621 

Carlay  Co.: 

Ayds  candy . 3625 

Cherokee  Creamery,  Inc.: 

butter . 3471 

Cherry  Products  Co.: 

cherries,  canned . . 3533 

Clinton  Creamery: 

butter _ _ _ 3459 

Clyman  Canning  Co.: 

peas,  canned . . . . . -  3544 


Cole,  W.  H.,  Chocolates  Co.;  N.  J.  No. 

candy . . '3630 

Columbus  Packing  Co.: 

tomato  puree _ 3550 

Commercial  Creamey  Co.: 

eggs,  frozen . <3.508 

Concord  Corporation; 

turnip  greens,  canned . . 3.548 

Cooper  Candy  Co.: 

candy . .  3631 

Coveil  &  Ford: 

pepper  hulls  in  brine.. . . .  3576 

C.  P.  C.  Trading  Co.: 

olive  oil . 3612 

Crampton  Canneries,  Inc.: 

tomato  puree  _ 3559 

Crescent  Flour  Mills; 

flour _ 3435 

Cudahy  Packing  Co.: 

butter _ 3472 

Dairy  land  Cooperative  Assoc.: 

butter _  .  _  3460 

Dairyman’s  League  Cooperative  Assoc.,  Inc.: 


Dallas  Creamery: 

butter _ _  3474 

Daniel  Grocer  Co.: 

apple  butter . . . . .  3571 

Dasher  Pecan  Co.; 

I)ecan  pieces . .  3593 

Davis  Milling  Co.: 

corn  meal _ 3441 

Deer  Creek  Creamery: 

butter . . 3475 

De  Martini,  L.,  Co.; 

glace  fruit . . 3538 

Dexter  Creamery: 

butter _ 3476 

Doughnut  Corporation  of  America: 

doughnut  mixture _ 3439 

Dowlett  Packing  Co.: 

beans,  canned  frijole . 3539 

Eagle  Roller  Mill  Co.; 

corn  meal _  3442 

Eastern  Candy  Co.; 

candy _ 3632 

Eastern  Shore  Canning  Co.: 

peas,  caimed _  3542 

Edwards,  G.  T.  See  Edwards,  G.  T.,  &  Co. 
Edwards,  G.  T.,  &  Co.: 

candy... . >3622 

Eelbeck  Milling  Co.: 

com  meal _  3440 

Eggers,  T.  H.,  &  Co.: 

olive  oil _  3613 

Ellis  Pecan  Co.: 

pecan  pieces _  3594 

Ellsworth,  Frank,  Co.: 

flsh,  frozen _  3521 

Empire  State  Candy  Co.: 

candy _ - _ - _  3633 

Engleson,  M.  O.,  &  Co.: 

apples,  evaporated - -  3578 

Enterprise  Dairy  Products: 

butter - 3477 

Equity  Union  Creameries,  Inc.: 

butter _ 3461 

Eshelman,  John  W.,  &  Sons: 

corn  meal _ 3443 

Esposito,  Pietro: 

oil. _ _ 3614 

Evangeline  Pepper  &  Food  Products: 

red  peppers,  dried. . . 3650 

Fall  Creek  Canning  Co.: 

tomato  puree. _ _ 3561 

Falls  City  Creamery  Co.; 

turkeys _  3589 

Farmers  Cooperative  Creamery; 

butter . 3478 

Farwest  Fisheries,  Inc.: 

salmon,  canned..  _  3522 

Finklea  Pecan  Co.: 

pecan  meats. . . 3595 

First  National  Bank  of  Mission: 
grapefrait,  canned . 3535 


^  Permanent  injunction  issued. 


<  Contains  an  opinion  of  the  court, 
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Flotill  Products,  Inc.:  N.  J.  No. 

tomato  paste _ 3558 

Fogg  &  Hires  Co.: 

tomato  puree . 3567 

Fortier  &  Brown: 

pepper  sauce-- _ _ 3573 

France  Milling  Co.r 

pancake  flour . 3429 

Fuller  Co.: 

Ayds  candy .  3625 

Fuller  Laboratories: 

Ayds  candy . . 3625 

Fulton  Candy  Co.: 

candy . 3629 

General  Grocery  Co.: 

preserves . 3572 

Glenwood  Sanitary  Dairy: 

butter . 3479 

Goelitz,  Herman: 

candy -  3634 


Gogel,  Charles.  See  Rogol  Distributors,  Inc. 
Goldberg,  William.  See  Highway  Butter  & 
Egg  Co.,  Inc. 

Goldstein,  A.  H.,  Sam,  and  W.  J.  See  Gold¬ 


stein’s  Bakery. 

Goldstein’s  Bakery: 

bread _ 3448 

Qollott,  C.  F.,  Seafood  Co.: 

crab  meat _ 3517 

Good  Canning  Co.: 

spinach,  canned . . . 3546 

Goodrich,  J.  A.,  and  C.  Q.: 

crab  meat . 3518 

Granada  Cheese  Factory: 

Cheddar  cheese . 3495 

Granton  &  Co.: 

walnuts . . 3603 

Green,  C.  K.: 

Cheddar  cheese . 3495 

Greenwood  Products  Co.: 

peanuts . 3600 

Gross,  Kelly  &  Co.: 

pinon  nuts. . . 3601 

Guggenhime  &  Co.: 

pears,  dried .  3582 

Gulf  Crabmeat  Co.: 

crab  meat . . . . i  3513 

Hacker  Flour  Mills: 

flour . 34.33 

Hannover  Creamery  Assoc.: 

butter _ 3480 

Harcourt,  Greene  Co.: 

tomatojjaste . . 3.555 

Haxton,  Geo.  W.,  &  Son,  Inc.: 

beans,  dried _ _ 3.587 

Hay  Springs  Co-operative  Creamery: 

butter.. - . - . . .  3481 

Herndon  Produce  Co.: 

turkeys _ 3590 

Hershel  California  Fruit  Products  Co.: 

tomato  paste _ 3555 

Higginsville  Flour  Mill: 

flour _ 3434 

Highway  Butter  &  Egg  Co.,  Inc.: 

eggs,  frozen . . 3509 

Hirsch  Bros.  &  Co.,  Inc.: 

tomato  ketchup _ 3551 

Hi-V  Vitamin  Corporation: 

Hi-V  Vitamins . . 3644 

Holden  Creamery  Co.: 

butter . 3482 

Hood  Products  Corporation: 

Cal- Par . 3648 

Huggins  Dairy  Products: 

butter _  3483 

Hungarian  Flour  Mills: 

flour _  3435 

Ideal  Creamery: 

butter _ 3462 

Illich,  J.  J.  See  John’s  Fish  Market. 

Import  Oil  Co.: 

corn  and  olive  oil . . . 3617 

Interior  Grocery  Co.: 

blackberries,  canned _ 3529 


Ismert-Hincke  Milling  Co.:  N.  J.  No. 

flour . 3436,34.37 

Italian  Food  Products  Co.: 

tomato  paste .  3556 

Italo  Olive  Oil  Importer: 

oil . 3615 

Jack  Rabbit  Candy  Co.: 

candy . . 3635 

Jane  Louise  Candies,  Inc.: 

candy . 36.36 

John’s  Fish  Market: 

crabmeat... .  .3515 

Johnson,  A.: 

prunes. . .  3583 

Johnson  Stores: 

butter . .  3484 

Jones,  D.  E,: 

pecan  meats. . 3596 

J.  R.  Packing  Co.: 

prunes . 3584 

Katz,  A.,  Etra  Mills: 

rye  graham  flour . 3431 

Kaysville  Canning  Corporation: 

tomato  pulp _ 3562 

Konugres,  Sam: 

cheese _ 3500 

Kopper  Kettle  Preserving  Co.: 

preserves . . 3572 

Kraft  Cheese  Co.: 

Velveeta _ 3502 

Kurrasch,  H.  Q.  See  Clinton  Creamery. 

Ladoga  Canning  Co.: 

tomato  puree _ 3560 

Lampman,  J.  T.  See  Lampman,  J.  T.,  &  Co. 
Lampman,  J.  T.,  &  Co.: 

buckwheat  flour  and  rye  meal . . . >  .3428 

Land  O ’Lakes  Creameries,  Inc.: 

butter _ 3485 

Langenfeld  Ice  Cream  Co.: 

butter _ 3486 

Limestone  Milk  Products  Co.: 

Cheddar  cheese . 3497 

Lindsborg  Milling  &  Elevator  Co.: 

flour . 3438 

Low,  J.  E.: 

Chocolate-Fudge  Flake  and  vanilla-flavored 

sirup _ 3426 

Lucci,  John.  See  Roma  Oil  Packing  Co. 

Lyons,  A.  L.: 

crabmeat _ 3514 

Manhattan  Pickle  Co.: 

pickles  and  pickle  relish . 3574 

Manteca  Canning  Co.: 

tomato  paste . 3557 

Marshfield  Canning  Co.: 

peas,  canned _ 3545 

Martin  Candy  Co.: 

rock  candy  crystals . .  3639 

Marx  Baking  Co.,  Inc.: 

bakery  products . . 3449 

Mason  Ehrman  Co.: 

prunes . 3585 

Mattlage,  C.  F.,  Sales  Co.: 

salad  dressing . . . 3620 

Mature,  Vincenzo: 

olive  oil _ 3616 

McBride,  W.  W.,  Co.: 

salmon,  canned . . 3522 

Meier,  John  J.,  &  Co.: 

beans,  dried . 3588 

Memphis  Pecan  &  Walnut  Co.: 

pecans . 3597 

Merrick  Dairy  Co.  of  Beloit: 

butter . 3463 

Millard-United  Co.: 

peanut  butter .  . . 3608 

Model  Dairy,  Inc.: 

butter . 3487 

Mojonnier  &  Sons,  Inc.: 

apples _ 3526 

Morgan,  I.  C.  See  Morgan  Packing  Co. 

Morgan  Packing  Co.: 

tomato  products.. . 3550 

Morris  Creamery  Co.: 

butter . . 3488 

Mound  City  Shelled  Nut  Co.: 
black  walnut  meats _  3605 
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Myers  Produce  Creamery:  ’  J.  ^no. 

butter . . 3489 

Nelson-Ricks  Creamery  Co.: 

C  heddar  cheese . .  3498 

eggs,  frozen . . 3511 

Noblesville  Canning  Co.,  Inc.: 

tomato  puree . . 3566 

Ohls  Brands  Co.: 

tutti  fruti  diced  mixed  fruit  peels _  3528 

Olympia  Canning  Co.: 

pears,  canned . .  3537 

Orange  Products  Co.: 

orange  peel  cubes... _ _ 3527 

Oriental  Food  Products  Co.  of  California: 

noodles _ 3447 

Pacific  Coast  Nut  House: 

walnut  meats _ 3604 

Pacific  Fruit  &  Produce  Co.: 

blackberries,  canned,  and  cherries,  canned..  3531 
Parisian  Candy  Co.: 

chocolate  coating . .  3649 

Paulus  Bros.,  Packing  Co.: 

blackberries,  canned . 3530 

Perry  Canning  Co.: 

tomato  puree . 3565 

Perry,  W.  R.: 

butter. .  3454 

Pierce,  S.  A.: 

pecans . . . 3598 

Plymouth  Creamery  Co.: 

butter . . 3490 

Puccinelli,  Alber,  Elena,  and  Romolo.  See 
Puccinelll  Packing  Co. 

Pucinelli  Packing  Co.: 

apricots,  dried,  and  peaches,  dried . 3579 

Purificato,  Antonio: 

corn  and  olive  oil . . 3617 

Purity  Drug  Co.,  Inc.: 


Quaker  Oats  Co.: 

corn  meal . 3444 

puffed  wheat . . 3645 

Ragu  Packing  Co.: 

spaghetti  sauce . . 3569 

Reeves  Parvin  &  Co.: 

sardines,  canned . . 3524 

Richardson,  Albert: 

walnuts  and  hickory  nuts _ 3607 

Richlow  Manufacturing  Co.  See  Low,  J.  E. 

Rider,  Kenneth  N.,  Co.: 

tomato  puree _ _ 3563 

Riley,  Q.  C.  See  Riley  Products,  Inc. 

Riley  Products,  Inc.: 

Slend-R-Form.  _ _ _ _ _ 1 3623 

Robertson,  C.  C.: 

pecans... . 3599 

Robertson,  J.  T.  See  Rogol  Distributors, 

Inc. 

Robertson  Peanut  Co.: 

peanut  butter .  3609 

Roddenbery  Bros.: 

sweet  relish . .  3575 

Rogol  Distributors,  Inc.: 

egg  yolk,  dried .  3505 

Roma  Oil  Packing  Co.: 

olive  oil . . . 3611 

Rosaly  Products: 

grape  juice  drink . 3427 

Rosen  Products,  Inc.: 

grape  juice  drink . 3427 

Rosenberg  Bros.  &  Co.: 

apples,  evaporated .  3577 

peaches,  dried . 3580 

Rossville  Packing  Co.: 

corn,  canned . 3541 

Royal  Canning  Co.  See  Royal  Canning  Cor¬ 
poration. 

Royal  Canning  Corporation: 

tomato  puree .  3564,3565 

Ruff,  E.  Q.: 

corn,  canned . . 3540 

Safeway  Stores,  Inc.: 

pancake  and  waffle  flour . 3430 

tomato  paste . 3557 

St.  Louis  Independent  Packing  Co.: 
butter .  3491 


St.  Marys  Packing  Co.:  JN.J.JNo. 

tomato  puree .  3566 

Salomo  Food  Products  Co.: 

apple  butter _ 3571 

Scandinavian  Co-operative  Creamery: 

butter . . . 3492 

Schwabacher  Bros.  &  Co.: 

tomato  paste . . 3558 

Scott  County  Milling  Co.: 

corn  meal... . . . 3445 

Seaboard  Supply  Co.,  Inc.: 

Sea-Clo-400-D . .  3453 

Sessions  Co.,  Inc.: 

peanut  butter . 3610 

Shaghalian’s,  Inc.: 

candy .  3637 

Shone,  G.  M.: 

eggs,  shell . 3512 

Silver  Dream  Cake  Co.: 

cakes . 3450 

Silver,  Wm.,  &  Co.,  Inc.: 

peas,  canned . . . 3543 

Simon,  Annie: 

olive  oil . 3618 

Sisk,  Albert  W.,  &  Son: 

tomato  puree.. . 3567,3568 

Slade  Gorton  Co.: 

fish,  frozen . . 3520 

Smith  Canning  Co.: 

tomatoes,  canned. . 3549 

Southern  Process  Butter  Co.,  Inc.: 

butter _ 3493 

Spencer,  Mrs.  Joseph.  See  Silver  Dream 
Cake  Co.: 

Springer,  Frank: 

pecans.. . 3592 

Stamper,  F.  M.,  Co.: 

eggs,  dried . 3506 

Stokes,  Francis  C.,  Co.: 

tomato  juice . 3554 

Strong,  Cobb  &  Co.,  Inc.: 

vitam in  tablets _ 3643 

Summit  Packing  Co.: 

tomato  catsup . 3552 

Sunnette  Cheese  Corporation: 

cheese _  3503 

Suppiger,  G.  S.,  Co.: 

tomato  catsup . . 3553 

Surety  Sales  Co.: 

tomato  soup . . . 3570 

Swift  &  Co.: 

poultry . 3591 

Tescott  Cheese  Co.: 

Cheddar  cheese . . . 3501 

Thomas  &  Clarke: 

cookies . 3451 

Tolibia  Cheese  Corporation: 

cheese _ _ 3499 

Tourlaine  Food  Products,  Inc.: 

cane  and  maple  sirup . . . 3641 

Tri-State  Butter  Co.: 

butter _ 3455 

Tropical  Fruit  Products: 

papaya  sirup . 3647 

Union  Fish  Co.: 

shrimp,  frozen _  3519 

Urevig,  E.  M.: 

Cheddar  cheese . 3495 

Vaglm  Packing  Co.: 

peaches,  evaporated... . 3581 

Valley  Canning  Co.: 

beans,  canned  frijole - - 3539 

Wallace,  H.  and  H.  M.  See  Gulf  Crabmeat 
Co. 

Warren  Dried  Fruit  Co.: 

prunes _ 3586 

Washington  Packers,  Inc.: 

blackberries,  canned.. . 3532 

cherries,  canned _ _ 3534 

huckleberries,  canned... . 3536 

Webster  Creamery  Co.: 

butter.  . . 3494 

West  Hill  Orchards: 

prunes . . 3585 
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Western  Oregon  Packing  Corp.:  J- 

cherries,  canned.. . . .  3531 

Whatcom  County  Dairy  Assoc.: 

milk,  condensed . . 3504 

Wheat  Products  Co.: 

wheat  germ . 3646 

White  Mountain  Creamery  Co.: 
butter . . 3456 


Wilson  Wholesale  Grocery  Co.: 


peaches,  evaporated... . . .  3581 

Wyatt  Nut  Co.: 

black  walnut  meats . . 3606 

York  Cone  Co.: 

candy . . 3638 

Ziter,  G.  M.: 

olive  oU . . 3619 
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